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Tut Government oF Inp1a and the Bengal Chamber 
of Commerce have in co mdence about tke 
surplus of the Indian Famine Relief Fund which re- 
mains unappropriated in the hands of the. Governor- 
_ General, and which it appears has not been required 

for the pu for which it was originally subscribed. 
Both the Chamber of Commerce and the Indian Govern- 
ment are anxious to transfer the balance to the fund for 
- the relief of the factory — in Lancashire, but 
this very desirable mode of appropriating the money is 

met by a difficulty which has constantly arisen of late 
years in similar cases. The last occasion on which it 
arose was in reference to the Hartley Colliery fund, 
which was admittedly very much in excess of what was 
required for the particular objects of the charitable con- 
tributions, Weare not aware what was ultimately done 
with that surplus ; but the question then raised and dis- 
cussed in these columns* is, in principle, precisely the 
same as that which now presents itself in connection 
_ with the Indian fund. In these cases what are the rights 
of all the parties interested ? First, what are the 
subscribers’ rights? When a great calamity happens 
and the public is widely invoked on behalf of the 
sufferers it is always impossible for any person de- 
siring to subscribe to know beforehand the extent to 
which charitable aid will be afforded by the public 
generally, so as to regulate his own contribution. 

t is therefore possible that he may give more pro- 

sober than will be required for the accomplish- 
ment of the object proposed. After doing all that need 
_ be done it sometimes happens that there remains a 

surplus which admittedly is not required and ought not 
to be expended upon the objects for which the fand was 
subscribed. In such a case is there not an equity in 
the subscribers to have a proportionate part of their 
subscriptions returned to them? ‘This seems to be the 
| most obvious solution of the problem; nor is it at- 
tended with any insuperable or even serious practical 
_ difficulty. After the charitable object has been effec- 
tuated and the amount of the surplus ascertained, 
proper notice might be given to the subscribers that 
they could, upon application within a specified time, 
receive back a proportionate of the surplus ; and after 
the period fixed, there would be neither injustice nor im- 
propriety in appropriating what was not claimed, to a 
charity of a cognate character. The trustees, custodians, 
or other persons who had the control or management 
of the charity for which the funds were sub- 
scribed, might be, by a short Act of Parliament, em- 
| powered to select the charity for the benefit of which 

the surplus should be appropriated. Or perhaps 
a more satisfactory course would be, to enable a 
judge of the Court of Chancery sitting at chambers to 
decide, yo the application of these persons or of any 
charity claiming, so the well known cy pres princi- 
ple of the Court. It can hardly be assumed, however, 
as a matter of course, that under the circumstances 
_ which we have mentioned, any subscriber would be en- 
titled to insist upon a return of a proportionate part of 
his contribution. It is obvious that many questions 
_ might be raised by his insisting upon such right. For 
instance, in the. Hartley Colliery case the families of the 
sufferers—the objects of the charitable fund—might be 
_ entitled to claim the division of the entire fund amongst 
them, upon the ground either that it was not, in fact, 
| too much, or that even if it were, neither the trustees 
- nor the Court of Chancery could undertake to say when 

there was enough ; and that, moreover, the surplus sub- 
' scriptions had been received after it was known that the 
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fund had amounted to the sum which was preresry iy 
considered sufficient. Then again there would be 

uestion between such subscribers, and those who gave 
their money before the fund had become sufficient. 
There might be a good deal of argument upon the ab- 
stract merits of such a case, before it could be decided 
whether there should be a rateable return of all the 
subscriptions from the beginning, or whether the whole of 
those which had been paid before the point of sufficiency 
ought to be appropriated to the pu for which they 
were intended, and the whole of the subsequent sub- 
scriptions, which, in truth, constituted the surplus, and 
were not wanted for the charitable Pandey id be 
returnable, without deduction, to the donors? Considera- 
tions like these have no doubt prevented the institution 
of any legal proceedings for the appropriation of the 
surplus of the Crimean Patriotic Fund, and also of the 
Hartley Colliery, Indian Famine and other charitable 
funds, which have of late years been raised to an amount 
exceeding what was required for the charitable object 
in each case. 


THe POWER OF AN ATTORNEY to compromise his client's 
suit still remains as much a moct point as ever. Some 
— ago the question was discussed at considerable 

ength in these columns, and we then saw that no dis- 
tinct or satisfactory rule upon the subject could be de- 
duced from the English authorities, and that equal un- 
certainty and conflict characterised the decisions of the 
American courts. The question is, however, one of 
great practical importance, and is continually arising in 
some shape or other. It has recently been discu in 
the case of Harding v. Chowne before the Court of Ex- 
chequer, in which there was evidence to show that the at- 
torney believed the compromise to be made with the sanc- 
tion of his client ; but as there was some ~— hs to the 
ncy for this purpose of the person who communi- 
ceed with the ahraby on behalf of the client the 
question ultimately came to be argued as one of pure 
law—namely, how far such a compromise bona fide 
entered into by the attorney, and with a view to what he 
considered the best interests of his client, but without 
such client's express assent or authority, was binding on 
the client? ‘There was no imputation upon the en- 
tire good faith of the attorney. It appeared that he 
assented to the compromise only after having been 
strongly advised by counsel that his client had no 
defence ; and there appeared to be no doubt that he 
acted in a manner that was likely to be most beneficial 
to his client. ‘The decision of the Court of Exchequer, 
therefore, in this case, will be of great importance to 
attorneys. If this compromise be upset, no eampromise 
with an attorney in a cause can be relied upon, unless it is 
made by the express direction, or with the express acqui- 
escence, of the client. With sucha rule in force, it will 
be advisable for an attorney to require his client's pre- 
sence in court from the moment the cause is in the 
paper until it is disposed of; as, meanwhile, he never 
can tell what may arise in the shape of an offer from the 
other side. The Court of Exchequer has reserved its 
judgment, which we await with interest. 


‘THE LAW OF SURNAMES promises to become no unim- 
portant part of English jurisprudence, if we may judge 
by the experience of the past week, during which the 
Court of Queen’s Bench at Westminster has twice 
allowed an application by an attorney to change his 
name upon the roll of the court. The Court, however, 
appears to have had some hesitation in granting these ap- 
plications, and Lord Chief Justice Cockburn desired it not 
to be understood that the Court proceeded upon the 
ground of any one’s right to change his name without a 
royal licence. It is natural that their Lordships should 
siy something to discourage the tendc ney in this respect 
which is now setting in so strongly; and they also 
probably have some reluctance in voluntecring their 
authority for a gencral rule which would have the effect 
of drm>ging the profitable and pleasant business of the 
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Herald’s College; but it is not easy to reconcile the de- 
cisions at which they have arrived in these recent cases 
with the existence of any doubt as to the general rule. 
On the one hand, it could not be supposed that the 
judges would sanction in one of the officers of the court 
a change of name without royal licence—if such licence 
was necessary for legally effecting such change; but, on 
the other hand, it would be equally unreasonable for 
them to refuse altering the roll of the court so as to 
meet the truth of the case. If an attorney has a legal 
right, without royal licence, to change his name, as he 
unquestionably has, it ought to be only a matter of 
course, or rather of courtesy, to have such change made 
in the roll of the court of which he is an officer. 


Tue Court or Common Counc held a meeting on the 
20th inst., when the report of the committee appointed to 
inquire into the nature, duties, and emoluments of the 
office of city solicitor was presented. The report was read 
and the matter stands adjourned for further consideration. 
The committee embody in their report a return, pre- 
pared by Mr. Brand, the comptroller, of the receipts 
from all sources and of the expenditure connected with 
the office of City Solicitor, and the other appointments 
held by the late Mr, Charles Pearson, from the 29th of 
September, 1848, to the 14th of September, 1862. From 
this it appears that the net receipts during the whole of 
that period of fourteen years amounted to £29,139 odd 
in all, or on an average £2,081 8s. a year. On the sub- 
ject of amy, operas the office with some present ap- 
pointment, the committee have had interviews with the 
Comptroller, the Remembrancer, and Mr. Secondary 
Potter, the result being that neither the first nor last 
named of those gentlemen feels that it would be for the 
interests of the Corporation that he should undertake 
the duties of City Solicitor in addition to his own, and 
the committee are of opinion, after mature deliberation 
and for reasons —— that it is not desirable at the 
present time to amalgamate either of those offices with 
that of the Solicitorship. They think, however, though 
it would not be for the interests of the Corporation to 
suggest an immediate amalgamation, that on a favourable 
opportunity hereafter presenting itself it would be highly 
desirable that the -City Solicitor should be appointed to 
the office of Remembrancer and conduct all the legal 
and parliamentary business now transacted by the Re- 
membrancer, including the attendance upon both Houses 
of Parliament. With regard to the duties of the office 
of City Solicitor, the committee recommend certain 
alterations and additions, suited to present requirements, 
and they append to their report a detailed statement of 
them. They make it a condition, to which they attach 
very considerable importance, that he be not permitted 
to hold any other appointment whatever, nor to engage 
in professional business for others besides the Corpora- 
tion, but that his time and attention be exclusively de- 
voted to the business connected with his office. ‘They 
feel, therefore, that his income should be commensurate 
with his position, and further, that it should not be sub- 
ject to fluctuation from varying professional charges, but 
be fixed at a definite amount. Under all the circum- 
stances they recommend that the City Solicitor shall be 
allowed an income of £1,250 a-year, clear of all ex- 
penses of his office, and to include all emoluments whatso- 
ever; the office expenses for clerks’ salaries and all other 
disbursements not to exceed £500 a-year. ‘The members 
of the committee were Alderman Humphery, Mr. H. 
Lowman Taylor, Mr. Bone, Mr. ‘teulon, Mr. ‘Todd, Mr. 
Hamilton Field, Mr. Lusher, and Mr. Northcott, with 
Mr. Sydney Waterlow as chairman. ‘Their report, of 
which this is a summary, has yet to be confirmed by the 
Court of Common Council. ; 


Tue Commissioners or Sewers met at Guildhall on 
the 18th inst., when the report of the committee ap- 
pointed to consider the duties of solicitor to the com- 
mission was presented. It stated that the average 


annual sum paid to the late solicitor to the commissign, 





Mr. Charles Pearson, was £674, out of which he had t 
pay the salaries of the clerks necessary for transacting 
the details of the business. No alteration in the present 
system of paying the solicitor was considered expedient. 
It was mentioned that Mr. De Jersey, the chairman 
of the commissioners, had been requested by a large 
majority of the Court to take upon himself the duties of 
solicitor to the commission. That gentleman, however, 
thought he could not, consistently with what had taken 
place at the court of Common Council, and having 

d to the standing orders of the Court, and to the 
Act of Parliament regulating the commission, become a 
candidate for the office, and he therefore declined. The 
election will take place on Tuesday next. 


Tur Honovrante THe Irisu Socrery have announced 
their intention of electing a solicitor in the room of the 
late Mr. Charles Pearson, and have fixed the Sth of 
December for the election, by which time applications 
are to be sent in to the Secretary, accom; anied by 
testimonials. ‘The only candidate who has, we believe, 
at present announced himself is Mr. Mackrell, the. 
Senior Under-Sheriff for London andfor Middlesex. 


Tur Caspr oF Jessie McLacuian has given rise to 
a correspondence between the solicitors of old Mr. 
Fleming and the Home Office. In the first letter 
the solicitors say that the commutation of» the 
sentence on Mrs. M‘Lachlan has led to the inference 
that the Home Secretary believes her statements as to 
the complicity of Mr. Fleming, and they ask Sir George 
to communicate his opinion “that the alteration upon 
the sentence is not intended to lead to the inference 
that in your judgment Mr. Fleming is otherwise than 
innocent of the murder.” In reply Mr. Clive writes that 
Sir George Grey “‘must decline to express any opinion 
upon the subject of yourinquiry.” ‘The solicitors there- 
upon requested that a public inquiry into the case should 
be held, at which Mr. Fleming may be represented. 
To this letter Mr. Clives replies, “ I am to inform you 
that Sir George Grey instituted the inquiry to which 
you refer under the very peculiar circumstances of the 
case, in order to assist him in deciding whether sufficient 
doubt existed as to the share which the prisoner, Jessie 
M’Lachlan, had in the commission of the crime to 
justify a commutation of the capital sentence. The 
result satisfied Sir George Grey that the whole facts 
relating to the case had not been submitted to the jury 
at the trial, and that sufficient doubt did exist on the 
point which I have mentioned to justify him in recom- 
mending a commutation of the sentence to penal servi- 
tude for life. But the result of the inquiry was far 
from removing all uncertainty, nor could it be justly 
held to fix a share of the guilt on any other person, 
especially when such person was not represented at the 
inquiry. He further adds that it isnet in Sir George - 
Grey's power to order an inquiry into the guilt or in- 
nocence of Mr. Fleming, especially as that individnal 
having been examined on the trial, could not, according 
to Scotch law, be subjected to a criminal prosecution in 
respect of thematterofsuch trial." The solicitors demur 
to this resolution, and state that it is not enough to say 
that the result of the inquiry which has taken place does 
not fix the guilt on Mr. Fleming. ‘They therefore ask, for 
his vindication, that. another inquiry should be ordered, 
by Royal commissign if necessary. To this Mr. Bruce, 
the new Under-Secretary of State, replies that Sir George 
Grey declines to interfere further. 


THe RECENT LAW “REFORMS IN Russta have caused a 
rofound sensation throughout Europe. No such sudden, 
important, and beneficial, a revolution has ever been 
effected in the laws or the judicature of any country. 
“The present measure,” says Lord Napier, the English 
ambassador at St. Petersburgh, in a published letter to 
Lord Brougham “is a great step towards the extension 
of the Code Napoleon to 50,000,000 men.” But what 
we consider as of even greater yalue than the adoption 
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to a large extent of the principles of the French code 
are the admirable provisions which have been made for 
the institution of both an unpaid and a stipendiary magis- 
tracy. A full account of these important reforms will 
be found elsewhere in our columns. English lawyers 
are also pleased to learn that the experiment which has 
been made in Italy of public trials by jury, conducted 
very much after the English model, has hitherto proved 
eminently satisfactory. The Turin correspondent of the 
Times recently described an exciting trial which took 
place before the Turin Court of Assizes and lasted for 
more than a week continuously. It was the case of the 
commendatore Boschi, who been Under Secretary of 
State for the Department of Public Works, and was 
charged with peculation in that capacity. After an in- 
teresting account of the trial, the writer observes as 
follows:—* What is of the greatest moment in all this 
matter is less the fate of hi than the breathless 
interest taken by the public in the progress of the trial, 
the diligence of the press. in writing down every 
syllable of this cause célébre, and the admirable be- 
haviour of the Court and jury: Really, if this is not ci- 
vilization, we may well ask what else deserves its name ?” 
The tone of public feeling which is here indicated is 
roy | of more importance than the possession of the 
Code Napoléon. ‘Ihat the greatest injustice to indi- 
viduals—especially those accused of crime—is not incon- 
sistent with the possession of the Code in all its integrity 
cannot be better illustrated than by the extraordinary 
case of Rosalie Doise, of which our newspapers have 
been full during the last week. 


Mr. Cutsuotm Anstey, who, it will be remembered, 
was suspended from his office of Attorney-General of 
Hongkong by Sir John Bowring, has, after a long in- 
quiry and at the end’ of a lengthened correspondence, 
just received the amende honorable from the present 
Colonial Secretary. The important paragraph of the 
Duke of Newcastle's letter is as follows :— 

“‘T am directed to inform you, that the Duke of Newcastle 
is perfectly ready to express his opinion that the truth of the 
charges, of which you were the principal author, brought 
against Mr. Caldwell, before the Commission of Inquiry of 
1858, has been substantially established by the receut investi- 
gation before the Executive Council, so far as the culpability 
of his connexion with Ma-Chow-Wong is concerned; conse- 
quently, that it cannot now be said, in the words of the letter 
addressed to you by order of Governer Sir John Bowring, that 
‘ none of those charges have been satisfactorily proved.’ His 
Grace will go further, and say, that in forcing on a public 
inquiry into that officer’s conduct you did in that respect render 
it material service to her Majesty's Government and the colony 
of Hongkong.” 


Tus Counc, or THE Socrat Scrence Assocration 
held a meeting at their rooms in Waterloo-place on the 
20th inst., the principal business being to decide the 
place of the annual meeting of the Association in 1863. 
Lord Brougham was in the chair. The Lord Mayor 
of York, Mr. Alderman Husband, and other gentlemen 
attended as a my yy ss to urge the claims of that city 
to a visit from the Association. Edinburgh, represented 
by Mr. Charles Cowan, Mr. Bailie Mossman, and Mr. 
Kobert Chambers, also put in a claim for the honour. 
After a discussion, in which Lord Stanley, Mr. Denman, 
M.P., Mr. Macqueen, Q.C., Mr. Hastings, and others 
took part, a majority of the Council decided in favour 
of Edinburgh. ‘The next congress will therefore be held 
in that city. 


Tue Parent Law Commission held its first meeting 
on the 19th inst., at the offices of the Commission, No. 
2, Victoria-street, Westminster. ‘The members of the 
Commission present were— Lord Stanley, Chairman, 
Chief Justice Erle, Vice-Chancellor Wood, the Attor- 
ney-General, Sir H. Cairns, Mr. R. Grove, Q.C., and 


" Mr. W. Fairbairn, Mr, Edward Lloyd, the Secretary, 


Was in attendance. 
At a Penston of the Hon. Society of Gray's Inn, 





held on the 24th inst., Mr. Henry Danby Seymour, BA, 

M.P., was called to the degree of Barrister-at-Law, 
Maz. J. Osporne, of the Equity Bar, and Mr. J. St. 

George Burke, of the Parliamentary Bar, have been ap- 

pointed Queen's Counsel. Mr. Osborne was for many 

ag one of the leading members of the junior Equity 
ar. 


Lorp Brovcnam has gone to Cannes to: spend the 
winter. 


x Tue 5 adhd Court ceeares on had a field 
ay on esday last at Richmond, pre to 
their annual inspection by Colonel M* urdo, whiz is 
to take place to-day in Richmond Park at two o'clock. 
The corps will parade in King’s Béhch-walk, Temple, at 
eleven o'clock, previously to proceeding by train to 
Richmond. Owing to a family bereavement Colonel 
Brewster will be unable to attend, and the command 
will, in his absence, devolve upon Captain Lysley, as 
senior officer. 

Tue Law Amenpment Society will hold its next 
general meeting on Monday, December 1, at. eight. 
o'clock, when Mr. Hastings will read a paper on “ W 
shall we do with our Criminals?” . 


Mr. Gsorae Oscoon, of Guildhall-buildi Chief 
Clerk of the Sheriffs’ Court, London, is a candidate for 
the office of City Solicitor. 


The Court of Chancery rose on Tuesday last for a 
week. It will sit again on next Tuesday, the 2nd of 
December, and continue its sittings until Saturday, the 
20th of December, when it will rise for the Chiistmas 
holidays. 

Mr. Henry Beaumont Cores, M.-P. for Andover, 
died on Sunday last. The deceased was born in London 
in 1794, so that at the time of his death he was in his 
69th year. He was called to the Bar at Gray’s-inn in 
1836. In 1847 he was returned to Parliament for An- 
dover, and continued to represent that constituency till 
April, 1857. He was re-elected for the same borough in 
the Conservative interest in July of last year, on the 
retirement of the late Lord Mayor. He was a magis- 
trate for Middlesex and Hampshire. 


Mr. James Cockxe, of the Midland Cireuit, has, we 
are informed, been appointed Chief Justice of Queens- 
land. : 

LAND TENURE: IN INDIA. 

. A recent judgment of the Chief Justice of Bengal 
serves to remind us of the various questions arising on 
rents and land tenure in the most extensive of our 
Indian provinces, and the decision is of the more im- 
portance from the fact that it contravenes certaim pre- 
viously received notions respecting the interpretation of 
Act X. of 1859, which was supposed by its admirers to 
have placed the rents of Bengal on an intelligible and 
satisfactory footing. India is now on its trial, not asa 
mere appanage of a wealthy company, but as a’ vast 
territory of the British Crown; and it is an object of 
vital moment to maintain a state of contentment and 
prosperity in a community just emerging from oriental 
apathy, and waking to a consciousness of innate power 
and resource. The above-mentioned enactment repealed” 
a vast number of regulations and Aets, affecting the 
mutual relations of landholders and ryots; and its ulti- 
mate object, as may be y a from the preamble, was 
partly to re-enact, and partly to modify, existing,pro- 
visions, to amend the Jaw of distraint, to prevent extor- 
tionate demands on the part of the landlord, and to 
make improved regulations for enforcing regular Jp 
ment of rent by the tenant. “Thus the design h 

Legislature was to treat the question of pi ome tenure in 
all its bearings; but the decision above alluded to re- 

lates only to one particular point, although that a 
is one of the most important points of the whole. It 
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must be remembered that a large proportion of the ryots 
are not mere tenants in the popular sense of the word, 
holding under an ordinary farming lease which a land- 
lord may renew or not as he likes, but persons who have 
held the same land from generation to generation, in a 
manner somewhat resembling our feudal tenure before 
the statute Quia Emptores forbade the granting of lands 
to be held in fee simple under the grantor. The position 
of ryots holding in the above manner is defined in the 
early sections of the Act, and every ryot who has culti- 
vated or held land for twelve years has a“ right of oc- 
cupancy,” and is entitled to demand a pottah specifyi 
the rate of the rent. All ryots who have held at a fixe 
rent (either actually or presumably according to s. 2) 
since the “permanent settlement” in 1793, are to con- 
tinue to hold at the same rate, whereas those who have 
not previously so held are to receive pottahs at “ fair and 
equitable rates.” In cases of dispute as to what is ‘‘ fair 
and equitable,” the ryot's previous rent is to be deemed 
so, “unless the contrary shall be shown in a suit by 
either party under the provisions of the Act.” The 
only cases in which a ryot having a right of occupancy 
is liable to an enhancement of rent are set forth in s. 17, 
and are as follows :— 

That the rate paid by such ryot is below the prevail- 
inz rate payable by the same class of ryots for land of a 
similar description and with similar advantages in places 
adjacent. 

That the value of the produce or the productive 
powers of the land have Been increased otherwise than 
by the agency or at the expense of the ryot. 

That the quantity of land held by the ryot has been 
proved by measurement to be greater than the quantity 
for which rent has been previously paid by him. 

The case of Mr. Hills, decided by the Bengal Chief 
Justice, appears, as far as can be ascertained from the 
meagre accounts of it that have arrived, to have its place 
entirely under the second head. The point which arose 
was singular, and was one not in so many words pro- 
vided for by the Act. Mr. Hills trebled his rents, and 
justified the measure on the ground that the produce had 
doubled in value. The ryots objected, contending that 
by an equitable construction of the statute the rent 
ought only to be raised in proportion to the increase in 
the value of the produce. It is rather strange that any 
man of common sense should have listened to such a 
plea. It may possibly, in a country like India, be neces- 
sary to place some limit on free-trade in tenancy; but 
having done this with perfect clearness by the statute, . 
the Legislature could never have intended its rules to be 
overlaid by a principle of proportion, which could not 
by any straining of construction be extracted from its 
language. Nevertheless Mr. Jackson, the judge before 
whom the cause was tried, pronounced a decree in favour 
of the tenants, and Mr. Hills was obliged to carry his 
case toa higher Court. ‘The fcsult was that the true 
meaning of the section was established, and that the 
words “fair and equitable,’’ were pronounced to be the 
only statutory test. Mr. Hills was allowed to treble his 
rents, whereas the produce had only doubled in value ; 
and the principle that rent might only be enhanced in pre- 
cise ratio with the increase in value of the produce was 
—we think quite correctly—laid down to be in opposi- 
tion to the statute. 

It is not our province to consider whether courts of 
law and equity are scientifically competent to decide 
what is a “fair and equitable” rent; we can only say 
that so long as Act X. exists, the courts of Bengal are 
legally competent to do so. Such is the effect of the 
point established in Mr. Hills’ case, and if the decision 
should prove, as some expect, a source of hardship to 
the ryots and of ultimate injury to the country, the 
catastrophe must be placed to the credit of the Indian 
Legislature, and not to that of the lawyers or the courts 
of law. 
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THF COMPANIES ACT, 1862. 
No. I. 

It would be impossible to present a complete view of 
the ‘provisions ‘and intended operations of the “ Com- 
panies Act, 1862,” without giving in the first place a 
sketch, however slight, of the history of English legisla- 
tion on the subject of public companies. The recent 
Act purports to be the result and embodiment of a long 
series of enactments of the present reign and that 
which immediately preceded it. But even apart from 
the rights and liabilities existing when it came into 
operation, and which for some time to come will render 
a knowledge of antecedent law necessary to the prac- 
titioner, the Act does not in fact contain within 
itself the whole of the law relating to the subject- 
matter of which it treats, and there will still remain 
a considerable number of companies more or less un- 
affected by its provisions. , 

At the commencement of the present reign trading 
companies were treated as mere partnerships, and 
had no means of obtaining corporeity unless they ob- 
tained an Act of Parliament or a Charter from the 
Crown. The former mode was the most commonly 
adopted, and towards the close of the last and the 
earlier part of the present century numerous companies 
(which still exist) obtained Acts of Parliament em- 
powering them to sue and be sued by any of its officers, 
or in some cases even of its members. These Acts 
were generally framed after a common model. They 
required a memorial of the names of the officers and 
members to be enrolled in the Court of Chancery, from 
time to time, as changes took place, and they always 
contained a proviso that nothing therein contained 
should be deemed to incorporate the company so as to 
protect its members from responsibility. The number 
of applications for such Acts of Parliament, however, 
increased so much, and the expense and uncertainty at- 
tending them wasfound to be so vexatious, as to induce 
Parliament to pass the Letters Patent Act, 1 Vict. 
c. 73, which enabled the Crown to confer upon 
trading companies any of the capacities or privileges of 
a corporation, upon such terms as the Crown should 
think fit. The practical effect of this statute was for 
some time to transfer to the Board of ‘T'rade exclusive 
and irresponsible power in the constitution of com- 
panies. Such a state of things was of course very 
unsatisfactory, and soon led to the appointment of a 
Select Committee of the House of Commons to in- 
vestigate the law relating to companies. The result of 
the labours of this committee was the “ Joint Stock 
Companies Act, 1844” (7 & 8 Vict. ¢. 110). That 
statute had several objects in view. On the one hand 
it sought to prevent or render dangerous the projection 
of fraudulent companies, and on the other to facilitate 
the operations of honest companies by conferring upon 
them that quasi-corporate character with which Parlia- 
ment had previously been in the habit of investing 
certain favoured associations. ‘The Act of 1844 defined 
the term “ joint stock company,” and applied to all such 
in England and Ireland. It included insurance companies 
other than those which did not insure beyond £200 ; 
but it did not apply to banking companies, friendly, 
loan, or benefit building societies, and to a certain 
extent only to canal, railway, and other companies 
requiring the authority of Parliment, and to companies 
incorporated by statute or charter, or to ‘those au- 
thorised by statutes or letters patent to sue and be sued 
in the name of some officer’ or person. The general 
scheme of this Act may be shortly stated as 
follows. — It required all new companies (including 
railway and canal companies, &e.) to be provisionally 
registered, and no such company could act otherwise than 
provisionally antil it obtained complete registration, upon 
which the company became incorporated to all intents and 
purposes. _ All existing companies to which the Act 


applied, whether incorporatet by Act of Parliament or 
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charter, or privileged by letters patent, or established 
- deed of settlement, were compelled to register under 
the Act, and therefore in due course all the privileges 
to be conferred upon companies constituted under the 
Act were to belong to all existing companies (except 
assurance companies) which had so registered. Exist- 
ing assurance companies were thus bound to register 
under the Act, but did not,by so doing obtain incorpo- 
ration. The notion was no doubt that all assurance 
companies then in existence possessed either actual or 
guasi-incorporation under either statute, charter, or 
letters patent. 

Passing over the Winding-up Acts and all those re- 
lating to banking and other companies, or societies of a 
special character, the next important statute that we 
need notice as affecting the general body of company 
law, is the “ Limited Liability Act, 1855” (18 & 19 Vict. 
¢c. 133). Its object was to enable any company com- 

letely registered under the Act of 1844 to obtain 
imited liability; and this brings us to the “Joint 
Stock Companies Act, 1856" (19 & 20 Viet. c. 117), 
which purports to be a consolidation of the previous 
statutes relating to ap afl law, although, strangely 
enough, it expressly excludes, not only banking, Sut 
insurance, companies. At the same time it repealed the 
Act of 1844, and in consequence it became py aurerterns 
necessary to declare by enactment—20 & 21 Vict. c. 80 
—that it was not intended to repeal the Act of 1844 so 
far as regards insurance companies. The “ Joint Stock 
Companies Act, 1857” (20 & 21 Vict. c. 14), is little 
more than an amendment of the consolidated statute or 
code of the preceding year. The same may be said 
of the “ Joint Stock Companies Act, 1858.” It merely 
deals with some minor details which need not be. here 
noticed. 

We can only give a momentary glance at the 
history of “ winding-up” legislation. The pro- 
visions of the “ Winding-up Act, 1848,” and the 
“Amendment Act, 1849,” are now too well-known 
to call for any comment. ‘The “Joint Stock 
Companies Act, 1856,” introduced the principle of 
herr liquidation, and contains more stringent and 
logical definitions of the terms “ contributory ” and 
“shareholder” than were to be found in the former 
Winding-up Acts. The Acts of 1857-8 also contain 
provisions relating to winding-up, and under these 
consecutive Acts companies might be wound up either 
compulsorily or voiuntarily, or partly in both ways; but 
no company could be wound up under these Acts unless 
registered under them. ll such companies, if limited, 


were to be wound up in the Court of Bankruptcy ; | 


while unlimited companies could only be wound up in 
the Court of Chancery. The distinction to which we 
have just alluded has been found to be very embar- 
rasing, and to have led sometimes to a conflict of juris- 
dictions, or, at least, has given rise to embarrassing un- 
certainty on this subject; and as, moreover, there was 
an appeal from the Commissioner in Bankruptcy to the 
Lords Justices, practically the Court of Chancery re- 
tained throughout a controlling jurisdiction, which in 
cases of limited companies could only be exercised in an 
expensive and inconvenient form. 

The Companies Act, 1862, purports, as we have said, 
to be the utmost consolidation possible of the existing 
statute law — the Incorporation, Regulation, 
and Winding-up of Trading Companies and other Asso- 
ciations. ‘I'he Act came.into operation on the second of 
the present month, and since then General Orders for 
the purpose of giving effect to its provisions have been 
published, and wre to have operation from ‘Tuesday, the 
25th instant. + It is therefore desirable that the profes- 
sion should now acquaint itself with the-provisions of 
this important measure. The Act is divided into nine 
parts, relating to the following subject-matters :— 


Part I.—Constitution and Incorporation of Companies and 
Associations under this Act. 





Part IL—Distribution of Capital and Liability of Members 
of Companies and Associations under this Act. 

Part I1IT.—Maungement and Administration of Companies 
and Associations under this Act. . 

Part 1V.— Winding up of Companies and Associations under 
this Act. 

Part V.—Registration Office. : 

Part VIL—Application of Act to Companies registered under 
the Joint Stock Companies Acts. 
‘ Part V11.—Companies authorized to register under this 
Act. ‘ 

Part VIII.—Application of Act to unregistered companies. 

Part IX.—Repeal of Acts, and temporary Provisions. 


We propose hereafter to go into these different heads 
sufficiently in detail so as to convey an accurate notion 
of the final result of so much legislation, without em- 
barrassing the reader with unnecessary minutia. For 
the present it has been our object only to lead up to the 
recent consolidated statute by a short account of the 
various enactments which it repeals, but the provisions 
of which it professes to consolidate in an eclectic 
manuer. 





JUDICIAL STATISTICS, 1861, ENGLAND AND WALES 
No. L—Potice, 

The judicial statistics consist, as our readers are aware, 
of two parts. ‘The first comprises the returns relating 
to police, criminal proceedings, and prisons ; while the 
second part classifies the proceedings in the civil 
courts. The first part contains in its several sub- 
divisions a statement of the police establishments and 
expenses, and of the number of offences committed and 
offenders apprehended ; of inquests held by coroners ; 
of persons committed for trial at the assizes and ses- 
sions, with the result of the proceedings; and finally 
an account of the state of the prisons, of the number of 
prisoners, of the establishments and their ex 
a cg with returns of reformatory and industrial 
schools, and of criminal lunatics. A place is thus given 
for the record of every class of legal phenomena. 
Of these we propose to give, according to our custom, 
such a selection of excerpta critica as may be likely to 
interest the legal public. 

The old arrangement of the tables is preserved in 
the present returns, which are likewise prefaced (as 
hitherto) with preliminary observations. These con- 
tain a digest of the chief matter comprised in the sub- 
sequent tables, which, however, must be referred to for 
detailed information on any point to which the inquiry 
relates. 

The police returns for the year ending the 29th of 
September, 1861, indicate, as compared with the returns 
for the preceding twelvemonth, an increase in the police 
force of the country; a decrease in the number of the 
criminal classes; and an increase in the number of 
indictable offences, of apprehensions, commitments, and 
summary convictions. ‘lhe total number of police and 
constabulary was, on the date mentioned, 21,413. This 
gives a slight increase beyond the return for 1860. 
‘There has been a decrease, however, of 29°3 per cent. in 
the number of constables appointed for special purposes, 
and of five in the number of detective For the 
city of London the returns are precisely the same as for 
the preceding year.. We believe that the force in the 
metropolitan districts is grossly inadequate to the 
effectual repression of crime in those localities. The | 
subject has lately been much discussed, both in respect of 
the deficiency in the number of the force, as also on ac- 
count of the fewness of the stations. It is, indeed, ab- 
surd that a pick-pocket detected flugrante delicto at 
Knightsbridge must be conveyed for trial to. Ham- 
mersmith. ‘Che security of the metropolis against 
all kinds of depredators ought to be more than 
amply, instead of being as it is at present imperfectly, 
provided for. The statistics do not contain any remarks 
on the effectiveness of the metropolitan and city forces, 
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but state that in the counties and larger boroughs the 
existing staff of police is in a high state of efficiency, 
both in point of numbers and discipline. It appears, 
however, that some of the smaller boroughs are not 
equally well-circumstanced in this respect, but, through 
adherence to old customs, refuse to amalgamate their 
police with those of the adjoining counties. This dis- 
tinctness of police bodics must be very injurious in ren- 
dering the information of each class of police somewhat 
more difficult of being communicated to the other than 
it would be if all the police force, county and borough, 
were under a single organisation. The smaller boroughs 
are thus in some measure asylums where all noxious 
immigrants from the county may with comparative 
security hatch schemes of future depredation. 

The proportion of the police to the whole population 
is as 1 to 966. This proportion is in the city of London 
as 1 to 178; in the Metropolitan Police District, it is 
only as 1 to 504; in Liverpool, it is 3 to 442 ; in Bristol, 
1 to 510; in Manchester, 1 to 515; in Birmingham, 1 
to 785: in Brighton, 1 to 936. Amongst the towns the 
proportion is highest in Liverpool and lowest in Ber- 
wick-upon-'I'weed. In the counties it is highest in 
Cambridgeshire and lowest in Rutland. Population, 
calculated on residence, as was observed by Mr. Redgrave 
in the judicial statistics for 1859, affords but an imperfect 
datum for estimating the relative amount of the police 
force and its efficiency in the case of cities and boroughs, 
where the population is not so constant as in the coun- 
ties. The truth of this observation is clearly shown 
wy a reference to the case of the city of London, where, 
although there has been a decrease of twelve per cent. 
in the resident population since the census of 1851, yet 
there is no doubt that the city police are not too nume- 
rous, while the ineffectiveness of the metropolitan 
foree is apparent at a glance at the returns. 

The total cost of the police force in 1861 was 
£1,579,222 15s. 8d. This gives an increase of 3 per 
cent. over the corresponding returns for 1860, which ex- 
ceeded in a like degree the returns for 1859. The 
average cost per man, calculated upon the whole cost of 
the establishments, was £73 15s. We may observe that 
three-fourths of the charges for pay and clothing are 
borne by local funds and the remainder by the public 
revenue. All payments for allowances, superannuations, 
&c., however, are defrayed out of the local funds, and the 
city of London derives no aid in respect of its police 
establishment from the Government. 

The only respect in which the returns of the first 
part of the statistics differ from those issued in preceding 
years is as regards the definition of ‘known thieves,” 
&e. This denomination is not in the present statistics, 
as was previously the case, extended to those who had 
amended their career. 

The following table gives a comparative record of the 
criminal classes for the last four years :— 


Known thieves, depredators, receivers of stolen goods, &c., &c. 


Males. Females. Total. Males. Females. Total. 
68,586 54463 123,049 76,321 54,703 131,024 
1859 1858. 


80,069 55,697 135,766 81,669 53,253 134,922 

Although an increase of population of 20 per cent. 
appears in the last census over the census of 1851 for 
the metropolis and other towns which were grouped 
together in the statistics for previous yéars with a view 
to show the proportion borne by the criminal classes to 
the population in each group, nevertheless there has 
been in the places mentioned a decrease in the criminal 
’ classes for the past twelvemonth amounting to 1:3 per 
cent., with an increase of 2°5 per cent. in the number of 
prostitutes, ‘The returns for 1860 likewise indicated a 
slight decrease in these classes as compared with the 
statistics for 1859. ‘The proportion of the criminal 
classes to the whole population was, according to the 
last returns, in the metropolis 1 in 231°3; in the plea- 
sure towns, such as Brighton, Bath, &c., which doubtless 








come in for a share of the vices of other localities, the 
proportion was 1 in 96°5 ; in towns not seats of manu- 
factures it was 1 in 108°5; in commercial ports, such as 
Liverpool, Bristol, &c., it was 1 in 120°4; in the seats of 
the cotton and linen manufactures it was 1 in 152°5; in 
the seats of the woollen and worsted manufactures it 
was 1 in 129°1 ; in the seats of the small and mixed tex- 
tile fabrics it was 1 in 157°8; and in the seats of the 
hardware manufacture it was not much less than in the 
pleasure towns, being 1 in 98°6. ‘There was within the 
past twelvemonth an increase of the criminal classes in 
the metropolis, the pleasure towns, and the seats of the 
oollen and worsted manufactures. In all the other 
groups there was a decrease compared with the returns 
for 1860. With respect to proportionate numbers, the 
metropolis maintains the first place, the number of the 
criminal classes in proportion to the population being 
less than in any of the groups of towns; the seats of 
the textile fabrics rank next ; the pleasure towns lowest. 
The proportion of the criminal classes at large in 1860 
was 1 in 136°8, according to the census of 1851 ; in 1861 
it was 1 in 163°0, according to the last census. The 
number of prisoners in prison was, on the 29th of Sep- 
tember, 1861, in local prisons (exclusive of debtors and 
military prisoners) 15,601 ; in the convict prisons 7,128 ; 
and in reformatories 3,199. A total of criminal classes 
is produced amounting to 148,982, or 1 in 134, according 
to the census of 1861; the total for 1860 was 135,145, 
or 1 in 115, according to the census of 1861. There is, 
consequently, calculated on the late census, one of the 
police force to every 966 of the population ; one of the 
criminal classes to every 134; and one of the police for 
every 6°9 of the criminal classes. 








EQUITY. 


West Inpia xstate—ManaGER—Lien ON ESTATE 
FOR EXPENSES—EMPLOYMENT BY TENANT FOR LIFE.— 
The position of the manager of a West India estate, as 
to his right of a lien on the estate for the expenses of 
management, is the same as that of the consignee here 
of the produce of a similar estate, and is governed by 
the same principles. 

If the manager be employed by a person having a 
limited interest in the estate—such as a tenant for life— 
he only acquires a lien upon the life estate for the ex- 
penses of management, and cannot hold the same against 
the remainderman. 

But if at the time of the death of the tenant for life 
there are growing crops which are not gathered in until 
after his death, the benefit of which therefore passes to 
the remainderman, the manager has a lien upon the 
estates to the extent of the supplies which were neces- 
sary to produce such crops. 

If the remainderman gives notice to the. manager to 
give up possession, which he refuses to do on account of 
his lien, accounts will be directed against the manager as 
a mortgagee in possession in respect of the lien. 

A manager employed by a mortgagor acquires no lien 
on the estate for the expenses of management against the 
mortgagees, unless the latter have acquiesced in the con- 
tinuance of his management.—Bernard vy. Davies, M.R., 
11 W. R. 43. 


Mortcacor AND MORTGAGEE — Priorrry — Mis- 
REPRESENTATION — Waiver. — Property, including a 
leasehold house, was mort by A.to C., who was 
afterwards induced by a representation from A. that a 


| purchaser had been found for the house, to waive that 


portion of his security, and accept a part of the principal. 
‘The representation was wholly untrue. 

Held, that the waiver, which was made upon a fraudu- 
lent representation, did not affect the right of C. to in- 
sist upon his security for the balance of the principal as 
against A., and subsequent equitable incumbrancers 
under A.—Jones y. Thomas, V.C.W., 11 W. R. 50. 
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Practice—Srcuriry ror costs—Cross nirt.—The 
test of a cross bill is that it is a simple bill of defence to 
an existing attack. Where a bill did ‘not come within 
the definition, security for costs was ordered, the plain- 
tiff being abroad.—7Zynte v. Hodge, V.C.W., 11 W. R. 
52. 

Practice—A plaintiff, whose cause is retained, with 
liberty to bring an action, is not entitled to wait till the 
forms of a court of law compel him to go on, but must 
proceed with his action with reasonable speed.—Araold 
vy. Thomson, V.C.W., 11 W. R. 52. 


Ramway Comrany—Costs OF MORE THAN ONE RE- 
INVESTMENT IN OTHER LANDS — Lands forming part of 
the subject-matter of a suit were taken. by a railway com- 
pany, and the proceeds paid into court under the Lands 
Clauses. Act. A large portion of the money was re-in- 
vested on petition in ‘the usual way, and there arising in 
the suit an obligation in a lessee to sell to the trustees of 
the property a small piece of land, they proposed to pur- 
chase it with a small portion of the residue of the railway 
purehase-money still in court, and presented a petition 
tor such re-investment, serving the parties to the suit, 
and asking their costs against the company. 

Held, that the company must pay the costs.— Brandon 
v. Brandon ; In re the South Eastern Railway Company's 
Act and the Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, V.C.K., 
11 W. R. 53. 


PracticeE—SuB-CONTRACT WITHIN EIGHT DAYS FROM 
CONFIRMATION OF SALE—ReE-saLE.—Property put up for 
sale under an order of court was knocked down to a pur- 
chaser, who, before eight days from the date of the cer- 
tificate approving the sale had expired, agreed to assign 
his bargain for £500. On finding that the £500 would 
be payable to the estate of the vendors, he abandoned 
the agreement, and claimed to stand as purchaser on 
payment by himself of the £500. 

‘The Court ordered a re-sale on terms.—Jn re Good- 
win’s Settled Estates, V.C.S., 11 W. Ry 54. 





REAL PROPERTY AND CONVEYANCING. 


Correspondence. 

InLEGiTIMATE CuILprEN.—I will attempt an answer 
to the question put by “Leetor,’ in your journal for¥ 
the lst November. The question is, I think, on the whole, 
somewhat important and interesting considering the cir- 
cumstances which give rise to it. I shall pass by the 
general law as to illegitimate children, which is the subject of 
your correspoudent’s question, as it seems to me unnecessary in 
this case to advert to it. It will be observed that the present 
question, to some extent at least, is dependent upon the donor's 
interest, as well as upon the construction of the terms of the 
conveyance, 

The circumstances as stated by your correspondent are, as I 
collect them, shortly these. It seems that the mother of the child, 
in question being a married woman, received some money from 
the executors of her father’s will, in, I suppose, the discharge of 
alegacy. This legacy, I observe, was not given to the sepa- 
rate use of the beneficiary, nor was it subject to any trust for 
her exclusive benefit. ‘The money was laid out in land, and 
the land was conveyed to the uses of the joint appointment 
of the husband and wife by deed, and, in default ofappointment, 





to the use of the husband and wife and the survivor for life, } 


with remainder to the use “of all and every their child and 
children now or hereafter to be born,” &c. ‘The residue of the 
limitation as given by your correspondent, is not, I think, mate- 
rial to the question in hand. 

The conveyance in question is, it will be observed, in fact, 
a marriage settlement of the land, This land is the produce 
of the money given to the wife by her father’s will, and which, 
as money, would, under the circumstances, have belonged to 
the husband by marital right. Instead of the money he gets 
the land, and this is conveyed to uses, which in fact amount, as 
it seems to'me, toa marriage settlement. Now, by the addi- 
tional circumstances stated by your correspondent, it seems 
that the wife had an illegitimate child: Whether this child 
was by the husband before marriage, or by a stranger after 
marriage, (and so born in adultery), does not appear. Possibly 





the circumstances, if more fully stated, might affect the law 
applicable to the case, and I draw your correspondent’s - 
tion to this, As the limitation is stated, it is, as it seems, 
expressly confined to “ all and every the child and children” 
of the donors. ‘This, as I understand it, points directly to the 
Sruits of the marriage ; but this is clear, as I apprehend, in any 
aspect of the case, that the child in question must be the child 
of the donors. As the case is stated, the child in question 
seems to be the illegitimate child of the wife only. Possibly I 
may misunderstand your correspondent’s case, but otherwise it 
seems clear to me that the wife's illegilimate child has no right 
to the laud in question. This view does not, I submit, work 
any injustice. J. CULVERHOUSE. 





Tus Lanp Reeistry Orrice.—Can you give the profes- 
sion any information about what is doing in the Land Registry 
Office? Inquiries are continually being made on the subject, 
and no one appears to have any knowledge of what is going 
on there. “ Have you had a registration yet? ” is now a very 
common question amorgst London solicitors, but I have heard 
no one get an suswer in the affirmative. The notion is getting 
abroad that the Act isa complete failure—that the theory of 
registration will not bear a zractical solution. Practical men 
—men who considered not whether registration was a fine 
thing in itself, bat what would be the cos¢ of it to their clients 
—never had any other opinion than that the Act would be a 
failure; and any one at all acquainted with the subject of costs, 
if*he considers what is required and what may be required to 
be done to obtain registration, cannot, I think, come to any 
other conclusion, Nothing is known of what is doing at the 
office or of what is required practically to be done to obtain 
indefeasibility. The Lincolu’s-inn-fields officials maintain a 
reserve which those of the Linded Estates Court, Ireland, 
or the West Indian Incumbered Estates Court have not thought 
necessary. A Manacine Cnerx. 





Frexesencu.—I am obliged to Mr. Culverhouse for his 
opinion, and should feel inclined to agree with ‘him, were it 
not for sec. 34 of the 15 & 16 Vict. c. 51, which, after enacting 
that an enfranchisement shall destroy freebench, proceeds as 
follows :—“ Provided always, that nothing herein contained as to 
curtesy or dower or free-bench shall extend or be applicable to the 
case of any person who shall have been marrie 1 beforesuch enfran- 
chisement, shall have beer completed.” ‘The enfranchisement 
however, having been effected, and the wife having, with the 
husband, executed a conveyance of the freehold to a trustee 
to uses to bar dower, which was duly acknowledged by her 
under the Act for the abolition of fines and recoveries, I appre- 
hend that equity would interfere were she ever to set up a 
claim to freebench. RW. 








COMMON LAW. 


Notice or Act or BaANKRuPtcy.—The question in 
this case was as to the validity of an execution levied 
by the defendant, the execution creditor, as against the 
plaintiffs, assignces in bankruptcy of the judgment 
debtor. 

It was argued for the assignees that the execution 
was not protected. The Bankruptcy Law Consolidation 
Act, 12 & 13 Vict. c. 106, s, 133, provides that an exe- 
cution bond fide executed and levied by seizure and sale 
before the date of the fiat or filing of the petition shall 
not be affected by any prior act of bankruptey “without 
notice ;’ and that that meant prior to the sale. Here 
there was notice prior to the sale. 

But the Court held that the section in question meant 
an act of bankruptcy prior to the seizure; and that 
there must be notice of that to invalidate an execution 
completed before the petition.—Edwards and Another 
(Assignees ofa Bankrupt) v. Searsbrook, Q. B., 11 W. R. 
33. 


Rares wroncty tevirp.—Where a local board of 
health had made a rate for right and lawful purposes, 
but levied on a portion only of the right parties—that 
is, on a particular district instead of on the whole town 
—and more than six months afterwards an action was 
brought by one of the rate-payers who had paid the 
rate, against the board, to recover it, in which action 
the board let judgment go by default, 
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Held, that the rate-payer could not, within six months 
from the judgment, maintain an action of mandamus 
against the board to compel the making of a rate for 
tl.e purpose of satisfying the judgment. 

Quere, whether such an action could be maintained 
at all ?—Burland v. The Local Board of Health for Hull, 
Q. B, 11 W. R. 33. 


Statute or Limitations — ACKNOWLEDGMENT IN 
writinc.—An agreement to refer disputed accounts to 
arbitration in order “to ascertain the amount due,” the 
amount to be paid “at such times and in such portions 
as the arbitrator might appoint,” 

Ileld, a conditional acknowledgment, and importing 
only a promise conditional on arbitration; and the plain- 
tiff having died before the arbitration, 

Held, that it was no bar to the operation of the sta- 
= yg (Administrator) v. Stevenson, Q. B., 11 

V. R. 33. 


ACTION, RIGHT OF—PROCEEDING FOR COMPENSATION. 
—A right of action against a canal company for negli- 
gently keeping their sluices, by reason whereof their 
canal overflowed, not ousted by provisions in the Canal 
Act for compensation to parties affected by the works, 
and especially by the overflowing of water over the 
sluices, &c., those provisions relating to the due and 
proper management of the works, not to their negligent 
management.—Cockburn v. The Erewash Canal Com- 
pany, Q. B., 11 W. R. 34. 


PracticE—AMENDMENT OF CLAIM.— Leave refused 
to amend the claim in an action which had slept for 
some years, during which time the defendant had died, 
and the Statute of Limitations had run.—Pearce v. 
Preston, Q. B., 11 W. R. 35. 


THEATRICAL LICENCE—MovEARLE BootH—6 & 7 
Vict. c. 68.—A person for hire causing to be acted a 
stage play in a moveable booth, not duly licensed as a 
theatre, may be convicted under the 11th section of the 
6 & 7 Vict. c. 68, though such a booth may not be a 
“house or place of public resort” under the 2nd sec- 
tion. It was also held by Bramwell, B., that acting 
“for hire” means acting at a performance where the 
spectators pay for admission, as defined in the 23rd sec- 
tion.— Fredericks v. Payne, Exch., 11 W. R. 36. 


Higuway Rrates—REPAIR OF TURNPIKE ROADS.— 
A road having been made under a Turnpike Road 
Trust Act, and the trust funds being inadequate to the 
repairs of the road, an application was made to justices, 
under 4 & 5 Vict. c. 59, for an order to apply the high- 
vy rates to its repair. 

Teld, on case stated by justices, that the terms of 
the Act 4 & 5 Vict. c. 59, were express, and applied to 
any “turnpike road,” and that the justices therefore 
had power to make the order. ‘The reason or ne- 
cessity for their exercise of it was entirely for their dis- 
cretion.— Roberts v. Roberts, Q. B., 11 W. R. 35. 


County court—JurispicTion—AcTION PENDING IN 
SUPERIOR CourT.—An action having been brought in 
the Court of Exchequer, and a plaint issued in a county 
court, to recover the same sum, 

Held, on appeal from the decision of the county 
court, that the pendency of an action in the superior 
court does not go to the jurisdiction of the county 
court ; and that the plea of autre action pendant would 
only have been a plea in abatement if both actions had 
been in the superior courts, and that it did not oust the 
jurisdiction of the inferior court. —M‘ Murray v. Wright, 
Q. B., 11 W. R. 34. 


COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH. 
(Sittings in Banco, before Lord Chief Justice Cocknurn and 
Justices WiguTMaN, BLackburs, aud MELLOR.) 
Nov. 20.—Ez parte James Henry Henry.—Mr. H. Lloyd 
moved, on the part of the applicant, an attorney, to change his 
name from James Henry Gimlet, the name in which he was 





entered.on the rolls, to that of James Henry Henry; and that 
the master be directed to endorse the change of name on the 
certificate. The applicant, it appeared, had, from painful 
family dissensions, considered it necessary to change his name, 
and had gone by the name of Henry since August last. 

‘The Lord Curer Justice said he thought it was competent 
for any man to go by any name he chose, but everybody was 
not compelled to call him by that name. The matter had 
been very much agitated of late, but he saw no reason why 
the Court should not oblige the applicant. It was not to be 
considered that the Court were giving an opinion that a man 
had a right to change his name without a Royal licence. 

Application granted. 


Nov. 21 —In re Clarke —Mr. Field moved, on the part of an 
attorney Whose names were-Edmund Jonathan Watkins Horn- 
blower Clarke, for a rule to allow his name on the roll to be al- 
tered, by dropping the two intermediate names “ Jonathan ” and 
“ Watkins,” so as that his name should run thus, “Edmund 
Hornblower Clarke.” The ground stated for the application was 
that the name as it stood was one of extreme and inconvenient 
length, and was inconvenient in affidavits or legal proceedings. 

Mr. Justice WIGHTMAN observed that the Court would not 
require that the name should be always set out at length. 

Mr. Field, however, pressed his application on the ground 
that similar applications had been often acceded to, and 

The Covrt ultimately assented to the application, and, 
although reluctantly, allowed the learned counsel to take a 
rule. 

Nov. 24.—Reg. v. The Recorder of Rochester.—In this case a 
a rule nisi had been granted for a mandamus to the Recorder of 
Rochester to hear a complaint against the clerk of the peace, 
upon a certain alleged breach of private trust, on the ground that 
it would form a ground for removal from that office, the ques- 
tion raised being, it will be secn, one of very great and 
general importance—viz., whether the misconduct which isa 
ground of removal from a public office must be in the duties 
of the office itscif. 

Mr. Lush, Q.C., who was instructed to appear in support of 
the rule, now applied to the Court to postpone the argument 
until next term, as it was one of such novelty and importance 
as to require considerable research, and therefore both sides 
wished to have it put off. 

The Court,in accordance with the wish of both sides, ac- 
ceded to the upplication, and so the question will be argued in 
Hilary Term. 


ee 


COURT OF COMMON PLEAS. 


(Sittings in Banco, before Lord Chief Justice ERLE and 
Justices Witt1aMs, Byes, and KEaTING.) 


Nov. 21.—-Several applications were made this day against 
attorneys. In the first case £75 had been paid to the attorney 
by a client for the commencement and proceeding with an 
action. ‘The money was paidin July, 1861. Various excuses 
had been made by the attorney, and, so far as the applicant 
could ascertain, nothing had been done beyond serving the 
writs, His present attorney had been unable to obtain from 
him the papers in the action or any account of what he had 
done with the money, notwithstanding an order of Mr. Justice 
Willes in July last that the papers and an account should be 
delivered. 

The Court granted a rule. 

In the second case the attorney was charged with mal-prac- 
tices relative to the advance of £900 on household property, and 
‘ The Court granted a rule to answer the matters of the affi- 

avit. 

In the last case the attorney had given an undertaking to 
pay £25 in the event of his client not doing so. The client 
made default, and the attorney paid £15, leaving a balance 
of £10, 

The Court granted a rule to show cause why the under- 
taking should not be performed. 





COURT OF EXCHEQUER. 

(Sittings in Banco before the Lorp Curr Baron, Mr. Baron 
Martix, Mr. Baron BraMWELL, and Mr, Baron CHANNELL. 

Nov. 21.—In re William Guy.—Mr. Garth had obtained,«n 
the part of the Incorporated Law Society, a rule calling upon 
William Guy to show cause why an attachment should 
not issue against him, and why he should not be punished for 
contempt of court, for having commenced and carried on an 
action without having been duly qualified to act as an 
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attorney. ‘The learned counsel now moved to make the rule 
absolute. 

Mr. Guy was called, but did not answer. 

The Master read his report, from which it appeared that 
Mr. Guy had been regularly admitted an attorney in 1837, 
but had practised in 1861-2 under the name of another 
solicitor, without having taken out his annual certificate. 

The Court made the rule absolute. 


Nov 20.—In the Matter of an Attorney.—In this case Mr. 
A. Staveley Hill moved on belialf of Mr. Hine, who in the year 
1861 was an undergraduate of the University of Cambridge. 
In the early part of the year, being pressed for.money, Mr. 
Hine canght sight of an advertisement in one of the London 
daily papers, offering a loan of £30,000 or smaller sums upon 
security. He consequently came up to London.and went to 
the offices of Mr. Roberts, in Old Jewry, to whom the adver- 
tisement referred, ard stated that he wished to negotiate for 
a loan of £300, upon the security of a reversionary interest 
under a will. Mr. Roberts stated that his terms were £5 for 
the first £100 obtained, and 24 upon every £100 after, and 
that he should not charge anything if no advance was made. 
He introduced to Mr. Hine the attorney in the matter of 
whom this motion was made, who had offices in the same 
house as Mr. Roberts, with a clerk and clerk’s room in com- 
mon tothe two. Several interviews took place, but no loan 
was negotiated. Failing this mode of obtaining money, Mr. 
Hine gave to Mr. Roberts two acceptances at three months 
for £60 and £40 each, receiving, however, no money at the 
time, and leaving the drawer’s name in blank. The bill for 
£60 was returned by Mr. Roberts in a few weeks. Mr. Hine 
heard no more of the other bill, but at the end of three months 
he received a letter from the attorney, stating that his bill 
of costs, which he enclosed, for endeavouring to negotiate the 
loan amounted to £49. He begged to remind Mr. Hine that 
the bill would be due in a few days, and, crediting himself with 
it as £40 on account, requested that the balance of £9 might 
be sent to him. A few days afterwards Mr, Hiae was arrested 
at his father’s house upon the bill and costs, and the matter 
was referred by judge's order to one of the taxing masters to 
ascertain what was the amount due. The master taxed £20 
off the bill, and crediting the attorney with the £40, found 
£11 to be due toMr. Hine. During the autumn of the year 1861, 
and before the first. bill had become due, Mr, Hine had, in 
endeavouring to negotiate a loan with the attorney, sent him 
an.acceptance for £24 10s. for which also he received no con- 
sideration. Upon this acceptance the attorney brought an 
action laying the venue in Rutlandsbire, which Mr. Hine had 
obtained leave to defend, but upon coming on for trial he paid 
the money, with the further sum of £14 for costs. ‘The under- 
graduate had paid, according to his own affidavit, £67, 
for which he had received nothing, as the attorney had not 
paid the money found to be due by him by the master’s allo- 
catur. 

The Court, after hearing Mr. Hill, granted a rule order- 
ing that sum to be paid, and calling upon the attorney to 
answer the other matters contained in the affidavits. 





COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH, IRELAND. 

Johnson v. Hassard.—Mr. Harty applied, on the part of the 
plaintiff, to direct tho taxing master, Mr. Colles, to tax his 
client the costs of an action which he had brought in Tre- 
land on foot of a judgment obtained in England. The 
question depended upon the construction of the 43 Geo. 
8, :c. 46, and it was submitted that the words in that statute were 
to be taken distributively, and that while a plaintiff would not 
be entitled: to the costs of suing in England on an English 
judgment, or in Ireland on an Irish judgment without an order 
of the Court, yet that suing in Ireland on an English judg- 
ment, or vice versa, the costs followed the result. The 
reason of the distinction was obvious; because in the one 
case the party adopted an expensive proceeding, while in the 
other he could not make the English judgment effectual in 
Ireland, except by bringing an action on foot of it, where 
the party had no property in England, The defendant was 
an officer in the Lancashire Mititia, and the plaintiff sued 
him in London for £11 odd, the price of a suit of clothes, 
and recovered eight guineas, which, with ths costs, brought 
the amount ot the judgment up to £31 10s. It was sworn 
that the defendant had no property in England, and pro- 
ceedings were instituted against him in Ireland, where 
he was residing, to render the judgment effectual, and it 
was the cost of those proceedings that the taxing officer had 
disallowed. 





Mr. Purcell submitted that the decision of the officer was 
correct,.and that the Act of Parliament was general in its terms 
and did not allow a party, withont the sanction of the Court, 
the costs of suing upon any judgment, whether obtained in 
England or. in Ireland. 

Mr. Justice FirzgeERatp.—Y ou must show that the plaintiff 
could have exectuion in England; but the affidavit states that 
your client had no property there. 

Mr, Justice O’BrizEN.—Why should the party be deprived 
of the costs of seeking to realise his judgment? ‘ 

Mr. Purcell referred to the case Adams v. Reddin, 6 H. & N. 
261, to show that the judge would not give the costs of 
suing upon a judgment in England, where the sum recovered 
was £18, ‘ 

The Court observed that the second proceeding was also in 
England, and for the indirect purpose of swelling up the 
amount above £20 in order to be enabled to. arrest. the 


party. 

Mr. Purcell urged that it was not right for the tiff, 
who also had an establishment in Dublin, to sue in the supe- 
rior courts at Westminster, instead of in the Recorder’s Court, 
Dublin. 

Mr. Justice FirzgeRaLp.—You do not tell us in your affidavit 
where the goods were sold, and if in London, it would have 
been manifestly unreasonable to ask the plaintiff to bring over 
his witnesses to Ireland. 

Mr. Justice O’ Brien said that it was not necessary to decide 
whether the fourth section of the statute was to be taken dis- 
tributively, although there were very strong grounds for adopt- 
ing that construction, and that a person suing in Ireland on an 
English judgment was entitled to the costs of that proceeding. 
But the statute, in any event, allowed the Court to declare the 
party entitled to his costs, and they were clearly of opinion 
that the plaintiff was entitled to the ‘order which he «asked. 
The defendant chose to litigate the demand—the only contro- 
versy being as to whether the clothes supplied were worth eight 
guineas, or £1 10s. less, and judgment having been obtained in 
England, where the defendant had no property, the latter 
soc ai pay the costs of the subsequent proceedings had in 

an 

The application was then granted, with costs. 

(Sittings in Banco, at Westminster, before Lord Chief Justice 


CockBurN, Mr. Justice WicutTman, Mr,, Justice’ Buack- 
BURN, and Mr. Justice MELLOR.) 








CRIMINAL AND MAGISTRATES’ LAW. 


Factory Acts—EmMPpLoxyMENnT oF CHILDREN IN A 
ROOM COMMUNICATING WITH PRINT WORKS.—A room or 
shed where no printing process had been carried on 
communicated internally with the print works. In this 
room a child, within the provisions of the Print’ Works 
Act, 8 & 9 Vict. c. 29, was. employed, but not in any 
process of printing. 

Held, that the room was part of the print. works, and 
that the employment of the child therein, ‘al 
hot engaged in any process of printing, is within : 
provisions of the Act.—Hardcastle v. Jones, Q. B., 
1l W. R. 36. 


LARCENY ON HIGH SEAS—JURISDICTION OF QUARTER 
SESSIONS TO TRY.—In the case of larcenies committed on 
the high seas, where the offender is apprehended within . 
the jurisdiction of a court of quarter sessions, that court 
has pe to try the offence. —Reg. v. Peel, C.C.R., 
11 W. R. 40. 


Larcert—Baitment.—A lady at a railway terminus, 
where there was a great crowd at the pay place, seeing 
the prisoner within the barrier, and near that place, re- 

uested him to get her a ticket, which he consented to 
: She then handed him a sovereign, but, instead of 
getting the ticket, he ran away with her money. It 
was found by the jury that he placed himself pear the 
pay oes for the purpose of ebtaining money as de- 
scribed. ‘ 

Held, that as he took the money with intent to steal, 
and the lady never parted with her dominiom over it, he 
was guilty of larceny at common law.—Reg. v..George 





} Thompson, C. C. R., 11 W. R.-40, 
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EVIDENCE OF FALSE PRETENCES, BUT NOT LARCENY.— 
It was the duty of the defendant, a clerk, to pay dock 
dues upon goods exported by his master, and, upon as- 
certaining the amount required upon each day’s export, 
before paying it, to obtain it from hig master’s cash- 
keeper. canelion that £1 3s. only was due on one of 
those days, he fraudulently represented to the cash- 
keeper that a larger sum was due, and having obtained 
that and paid the £1 3s., appropriated the difference. 

Held, that although the evidence would have been 
sufficient to support an indictment for false pretences, 
he was not guilty of larceny.— Reg. v. Hamilton Thomp- 
son, C. C. R., 11 W. R. 41. 


JuDGE AND JURY—REFUSING TO RECORD VERDICT.— 
A judge may, both in a civil and in a criminal court, 
refuse to receive and require the jury to re-consider 
their verdict ; and where, upon indictment for obtaining 
by false pretences, the jury found the prisoner guilty of 
obtaining the property by the false pretences alleged, 
but that they thought he meant to pay for it, and the 
judge refused to receive such verdict, and told them 
they must find the prisoner guilty or not guilty, and 
left the facts again for their consideration, 

It was held that a verdict of guilty which they then 
—_ was sustainable—Reg. v. Meany, C. C. R., 11 

. R. 41. 


BANKRUPT, EMBEZZLEMENT BY.—A count of an in- 
dictment of a bankrupt for embezzlement, which 
alleges that he committed an act of bankruptcy “ by 
being unable to meet his engagements with his credi- 
tors, and by filing his petition to the Court,” but omits 
to state that such a petition was founded upon a decla- 
ration of insolvency, is bad.— Reg. v. Massey, C. C. R., 
11 W. R. 42. 


REcEIVING BY ADULTERER—EVIDENCE FOR JURY.— 
Upon indictment for receiving it appeared that the pri- 
soner, who had lodged at the prosecutor's house for a 
year, left one day; but at what time, or in what 
manner, did not appear. On the following day the 
prosecutor’s wife left with a small bundle. On the 
same evening the prosecutor missed certain articles of 
his property, which were of a bulk and weight too 
great to have been comprised in the bundle. ‘Two days 
afterwards the prisoner and the wife were apprehended 
on board a ship bound for Quebec, for which place 
tickets in the name of Mr. and Mrs. D. were found 
upon his person. The whole of the missing property 
was found in his cabin and on his person. 

Held, that there was sufficient evidence to go to the 
jury, and that their verdict of guilty must be sustained. 
—Reg. v. Deer, C. C. R., 11 W. R. 48. 


MASTER AND SERVANT—SUMMARY JURISDICTION—20 
Geo. 2, c. 19—Depuctrion rrom wacrs.—Under the 
above statute the justices have jurisdiction to allow, 
against a claim for wages, a cross-claim by the employer 
for damage done to the work by its being done badly or 
contrary to direct orders so as to cause him a pecuniary 
loss.— Sharp v. Hansworth, Q. B., 11 W. R. 36. 








BANKRUPTCY. 


Bankeurtcy—Crepirors’ assiGNeE —APPotnTMENT. 
—By the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, s. 53, it is provided that 
any party shall during the proceedings before a registrar 
be at liberty to take the opinion of the commissioner 
upon any point or matter arising in the course of such 
proceedings, or upon the result of such proceedings, 
which shall be stated by the registrar in the shape of 
a short certificate to the commissioner, who shall sign 
the same, if he approves thereof. 

Held, that where the commissioner had appointed a 
crelitors’ assignee ex parte, the matter not having been 
brouzht before him from the registrar in accordance with 
sect. 53. of the Act of 1861, the appointment was irre- 
gular.—Re Day, L. J., 11 W. R. 47. 





24 & 25 Vicr. c. 134—Composition pEED—RELEASE 
OF DEBTOR FROM CUsTopy—Practice.—A debtor exe- 
cuted a deed of composition whereby he agreed to pay 
to the several persons who should execute, &c., a cash 
composition of 4s. 6d. in the pound. The deed was 
assented to by “a majority in number we panne 
three-fourths in value of the creditors,” and was duly 
registered ; and the amount of the composition was 
paid to the assenting creditors and tendered to the dis- 
sentients. The debtor having been arrested at the suit 
of dissenting creditors, 

Held, per Commissioner Hortroyp, that he was en- 
titled to his release from custody, and that the deed was 
good and valid under the Bankruptcy Act, 1861.—Re 
Shettle, 11 W. R. 465. 





Correspondence. 

Errecr or Trust Deep on Status or Destor.—In 1357 
B. made a deed to trustees for the benefit of all his creditors, 
which was signed by eix-sevenths in number and value. ? 

B. subsequently promised by letter to pay one of his credi- 
tors in full when he was able so to do, Can the creditor main- 
tain an action upon such pore and if so, upon what autho- 
rity? Iam aware that where a bankrupt has obtained his cer- 
tificate no subsequent promise in writing is of any avail under 
the statute 12 & 13 Vict. c. 106, s, 204; but would the fact of 
the deed being signed by six-sevenths be’ equivalent to a bank- 
rupt obtaining his certificate? T. H. 








COMPANIES’ LAW. 


Winpinc-ve — Directors. — Five directors of a 
limited company subscribed the memorandum of asso- 
ciation for twenty-one shares each. They purchased a 
business, and paid for it partly in cash, and partly in paid- 
up shares. they paid themselves fees as directors, and 
with the money so received they purchased paid-up 
shares. The vendor of the business subsequently pre- 
sented each director with 100 of the above paid-up 
shares. 

Held, that they were liable to be put on the list in re- 

t of the twenty-one shares, but not for the 100 
sandy nor for the shares purchased with the money 
received for fees.—Re The Great Northern and Midland 
ce Company (Limited); Ex parte Currie, L.J., 11 

-R. 46. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Lecat Hisrory as A SupsEcT FOR EXAMINATION. 


Will you allow me through your columns to suggest to tlre 
Incorporated Law Society that there is one branch of legal 
knowledge which candidates for admission have no means of 
showing their proficiency in—TI mean legal history, in the strict 
sense of the term, and not as synonymous with the history of 
the constitution, Every solicitor ought to have come acquaint- 
ance with the history of our law; he ought to be to some 
extent familiar with the feudal system, which is the basis of 
the law of real property, and with such statutes as De Donis, 
Quia emptores, and the like. I would suggest that at the ex- 
amination for admission a few questions on legal history might 
be inserted in the papers which candidates for a pass only need 
not be compelled to answer. Surely no lawyer who regards 
his profession as a science and not merely as a trade is ignorant 
of the outlines of its history; and the prospect of such an 
addition to the examination would induce intending candidates 
to devote some time tu so important a subject as the history of 
our law. Lecror. 





Tne Inconroratep Law Society, 

Your number of November 22 contained the third or fourth 
letter as to the composition of the Council that has lately ap- 
peared. Surely the profession are not adequately represented 
by a body, the majority of the members of which are so ad- 
vanced in life and are not really working men. Those depen- 
dent on their managing clerks for their notions of practice 
cannot have that actual acquaintance with the practical 
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working of the various modes of procedure that is so requisite. 
T admit a few are not liable to this remark; and I think they 
are principally members also of the committee of the Metro- 
politan and Provincial Law Association. The canvass that 
was made at the meeting alluded to by your correspondents 
was exclusively on the side of the Council. It was sought to 
be shown that it was a struggle between town and country, 
and, therefore, the town solicitors helped the council; but they 
were utterly misled. ‘The real issue was whether a house list 
is to be periodically put forth and agreed to sw) silentio, con- 
sisting of those members who go out by rotation (in defiance 
of Mr. Ripley’s resolution, carried in 1855, June 26th, but, un- 
fortunately, not confirmed, as required by the 17th bye-law), 
and those nominees of the council who may reasonably be 
supposed to agree with their mode of interpreting their duties. 
A.C. S. 





TENANCY FROM YEAR TO YEAR, 


Question 10 of the Common Law section of the exami- 
nation questions for Michaelmas term, raises a point, the settle- 
ment of which will be useful to those gentlemen who are 
preparing for the intermediate examination in 1863. Two 
legal publications which undertake to answer these ques- 
tions have answered this one differently. One says that 
the tenancy can be determined at the end of the first year, 
the other that it cannot be determined earlier than the end of 
the second year. 

Mr. Stephen’s Blackstone, Vol. 1, p. 292, 4th ed., holds that 
such a tenancy will enure for two years certain, and cited 
Denn v. Cartwright, 4 East. 32, in support of this view. 

I have not the reports referred to and am therefore unable 
to satisfy my mind that Serjeant Stephen can be right; for it 
seems clear to me that the words “ for one year certain” are 
used to indicate that the continuance of the tenancy for a 
second year is contingent upon notice not being previously 
given to determine it. 

Before presuming to hold an opinion contrary to so learned 
an authority as Mr. Stephen, I should, through the medium of 
your journal, like to have the views of some of my fellow 
students upon this point. AN ARTICLED CLERK. 

Nov. 26, 1862. 








APPOINTMENTS. ” 


Mr. P. Hi. Pepys, Barrister-at-Law, has been appointed by 
tne Lord Chancellor to be his principal secretary, in the room 
of the Hon. Slingsby Bethell. Mr. Pepys has been for some 
years past Secretary of Presentations. 

Mr. Edward Beckett, of Warwick-street, Golden-square, has 
been appointed a London commissioner to administer oaths in 
the Court of Chancery. 








IRELAND. 
Dustin, Nov. 26, 1862. 
The Court of Common Pleas, on Thursday last, resumed 
the hearing of the motion in Taylor v. Clarke, which I men- 
tioned last. week, and after hearing Mr. Serjeant Armstrong 
in reply (in support of the motion), the Court pronounced its 
unanimous judgment. that the motion should be refused with 

‘costs. The Lord Chief Justice said that so far as the question 
of the priority of the retainer was concerned, it was perfectly 
clear that the Court had no jurisdiction to interfere. That was 
‘u patter solely for the consideration of the learned counsel him- 
self and his professional brethren. The question before the 
Court simply resolved itself into this—was the brief sent by the 
plaintiff's attorney to Mr. Whiteside in London intended bon& 
‘tide to be held by him at the ensuing trial, or was it merely a 
pretence for the payment of the fee? About that the Court 

‘could not hesitate a moment, and that being so, the mere acci- 
dental civeumstavce of the absence of Mr. Whiteside at the 
trial did not at ull affect. the case, the only party who was in- 

ured thereby having been the plaintiff himself. 

: Another ques:ion subsequently came before the same Court 
in the case of Walsh vy. Casey, respecting the extent to which a 
snitor could be affected by the act of the clerk of his attorney, 
The case came before the Court upon a motion by the de- 
fendant for a new trial upon the ground of suppression and 

‘newly-discuvered evidence. It was an gjectment brought 
to recover some lands in the county of Limerick. The 

iplaintiff claimed under a deed of conveyance, which was to be- 





come absolute upon the payment of asum of £30. The fact of 
this payment was disputed, and in order to save expense, as the 
parties were in humble circumstances, it was arranged batween 
he counsel on either side that the trial should be adjourned 
or a day or two: and that in the meantime the clerk 
of the plaintiff's attorney should be sent with a letter of 
inquiry to the manager of a bank in the neighbouring 
town of Fermoy, for the purpose of ascertaining what funds 
the plaintiff had deposited. It was agreed that the reply to 
the letter should be received as evidence of the facts therein 
stated, ‘Ihe messenger was sent accordingly, and returned 
with a written answer from the manager of the bank, which 
stated that the plaintiff had deposited funds in the bank, and 
that the same had been withdrawn at a certain iod, but it 
did not specify whether the deposits had been drawn in one 
sum or at different times, as the plaintiffs account of the 
transaction would imply. The manager, at the time of giving 
the letter to the messenger, made a verbal statement to him, to 
the effect that the plaintiff had drawn the whole amount at one 
time. Tho trial having been resumed, the letter was read 
to the jury, but judge Keogh, who tried the case, told them 
that he did not consider that it threw much light upon the case 
either way, and recommended them to fownd their verdict 
upon the other facts in evidence. They found for the plaintiff; 
but upon the fact of the conversation between the clerk and 
the manager becoming known to the defendant, an application 
was made to respite execution in order that a motion for a new 
trial should be made. It appeared by the affidavits that sub- 
sequent to the trial, and upon farther inquiry, the plaintiff, in 
fact, had other funds in the bank, which he had drawn out in 
such a way as to controvert his story about the payment 
of the money; and it was admitted that the further evi- 
dence was enough to support the verdict; and the question 
for the Court to decide was whether, as the evidence stood at 
the trial, the suppression of the conversation with the 
was sufficient to entitle the defendant to a new trial. Mr. 
Justice Keogh, in delivering judgment, after a full review of the 
facts, considered that the verdict should stand. He held that 
the agreement between the counsel at the trial had reference 
only to what the letter to be seht in reply to the enquiry should 
contain. He could not say that the clerk had been guilty of 
misconduct in not making known the conversation, althongh 
in case an attempt had been made to give parol evidence he 
would have rejected such evidence as illegal; that it so 
happened that it was most fortunate that such evidence was 
not given, as the jury might have been thereby induced to find 
a verdict which the facts, as ‘subsequently ascertaihed, would 
not have warranted, and by this injustice would have been 
done. Even supposing that the clerk was bound to mention 
the fact, he did not consider that the plaintiff should suffer for 
his default. Judges Christian and Ball concurred with Judge 
Keogh for the latter reason. Chief Justice Monahan, however, 
differed from the rest of the Court. He held that it was the 
bounden duty of the clerk to communicate the conversation 
with the manager; that although the fact was not deposed to, 
the inference was that "he had apprised his employer, the 
plaintiff’s attorney, and that the plaintiff was by the 
acts of his attorney. Therefore, although the verdict turns 
out to bea right one, yet as the facts stood at the trial, it 
ought, in his opinion, to be set aside, on the ground of suppres- 
sion; but as the majority of the Court were of a different 
opinion, it must stand, and_the cause shown be allowed, but 
without costs. 

In the Cork Borough Record Court last week, in the case 
of Murphy v. Sullivan, the Recorder (Mr. Forsyth, QC.) 
refused to allow the plaintiff’s attorney to conduct the case 
without counsel. It was stated by Mr. Collins, the plaintiff’s 
attorney, that, in consequence of the absence of several of the 
Bar, who practised in that court, in Dublin, he was unable to 
procure counsel. The Recorder postponed the trial in order 
that counsel should be iastructed on behalf of the plaintiff. 

The after sittings cause list of the Queen’s Bench contains 
45; Common Pleas,45; and Exchequer, 38, The sittings 
commenced to-day. 








FOREIGN TRIBUNALS AND JURISPRUDENCE. 


RUSSIA. 
Important Law Rerorms, 
The fact that Count Panin, the Russian Minister of Justice, 
has been not “ allowed to retire on account of ill health,’’ but 
simply dismissed, has much significance when taken in con- 
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nexion with the opposition he is known to have recently made 
to the Emperor’s projected law reforms. 

For the future all judges are to be irremovable, and com- 
pletely independent of the Administration; all criminal cases 
of importance are to be tried by jury; all judicial proceedings 
are to take place in public, and the press is to possess the 
right of reporting and commenting upon them; finally, there is 
an end to the system by means of which a rich plaintiff or 
defendant could, to the ruin of a poor opponent, carry an 
action from court to court till it reached the Senate, and from 
the Senate to the Council of the Empire, where, in law pro- 
ceedings, the voice of the Minister of Justice was geuerally all- 
powerful. 

Under the new judicial system, town and country magis- 
trates, or justices of peace, paid and unpaid, are to be elected 
from among the landed proprietors by all classes of the popula- 
tion. ‘The paid magistrates receive a fixed stipend together 
with their travelling and office expenses, including the salary 
of aclerk., ‘Ihe unpaid receive no emoluments of any kind, 
but are otherwise on an exact equality with the -paid magis- 
trates, for whom they act as substitutes in case of absence or 
illness. ‘They may also perform:the functions of stipendiary 
magistrates whenever complainant and defendant both desire 
it; and magistrates of both classes sit together and elect their 
own chairman at divisional and district sessions. The qualifi- 
cations deemed indispensable in candidates for the magistracy 


are the possession of a certain amount of landed property, : 


residence in the district, and a course of study completed at 
one of the universities or special schools, or, failing that, at 
least three years’ service ix a, Government office, and for the 
greater part of the time in the Ministry of Justice. The new 
magistrates will have authority to deeide in civil as well as 
criminal cases. In the former, their competency extends to 
debts of 500 roubles, subject to appeal, or 30 roubles without 
appeal; in the latter to offences punishable by a fine of 300 rou- 
bles, or imprisonment for three months, subject to appeal, or by a 
fine of 5 roubles, or imprisonment for three days, without appeal. 
The appeals are heard by the assembled justices at sessions, 
and their decision is final. 

The superior courts, civil and criminal, are divided into 

district tribunals” and “courts of justice.” In the latter 
appeal cases are tried. The Senate becomes a final court of 
appeal, but only takes cognizance of cases in which there is 
alleged to have been a violation of legal forms. 

The judges, who, as we have said, are irremovable, are 
appointed by the Emperor on the recommendation of the 
Minister of Justice. 

Advocates must have taken a university degree, and have 
made a special study of law. They will form a class which 
hitherto has had no existence in Russia. The profession of the 
law is naturally looked upon with contempt, when the chief 
functions of the lawyer consist in stealing a per-centage on the 
bribes offered by the litigants to the judges, as law itself is des- 
pised when it is known that all the judges can be bought, and 
that no honourable man can accept the place of judge. The 
experiment of rendering a new class of judges completely inde- 
pendent of the Administration was, it may be remembered, 
first tried in immediate connexion with the emancipation of 
the serfs, and was found to answer admirably. The richest 
and best educated proprietors in the country came forward to 
accept places from which they derived no pecuniary profit, and 
and which they would never have dreamt of occupying had 
they by doing so rendered themselves accountable for their 
decisions to any Government oflicial. 

One of the most interesting portions of the three “judicial 
books,” which set forth in great detail the principles, and here 
and there the precise conditions, on which the new system of 
Jaw proceedings is to be based, is that which relates to the 
formation of juries. Trial by jury is instituted for criminal 
cases only; and all proprietors, merchants, artists, and artisans, 
are liable to serve, or, rather, have the privilege of serving, in 
rotation on juries. This privilege—as the Government evi- 
dently desires that it should be considered—is extended to 
p2asants who are acting or have acted as elders of the commune, 
syndics, churchwardens, deputies at the village assemblies, and, 
in short,-who have occupied any post of confidence. 

In political cases juries are not allowed, nor are the proceed- 
ings io be public. Advocates are to be employed, and, in the 
interest of the accused, the marshals of nobility of the province 
and of the district to which he belongs will be included among 
the judges. 

No prisoner of any kind is to be detained twenty-four hours 
in custody without being brought before a judge, nor can his 





examination be proceeded with until a distinct accusation has 
been made against him. 

None of the above Jaws are to be applied in places under a 
state of siege. ‘There is no great hardship, however, in this. 
In the only provinces likely to be affected by the exception all 
the upper and middle classes are Poles, whose language is ex- 
cluded from the courts of justice, without that of the peasants 
being substituted for it. To Poles, it matters comparatively 
but little what the laws of Russia may be; for, good or bad, 
they cannot understand them. 








REVIEW. 


Commercial Blockades, considered with reference to Law and 
Policy. By Joan WESTLAKE, Iisq,, Barrister-at-CLaw. Ridg- 
way. 1862. 

If .it be true that the laws of a country ave the expression of 
its national life, so it is certain that the legal ideas afloat among 
a people—at least a people with whom thought and speech are 
free—are a fair exponent of the interests predominant at any 
given time in the popular mind. It would be curious to trace 
the changes in the policy of Englishmen by the light of the 
public interest attaching from time to time to different branches 
of the law. Twerty years ago, when Europe was in pro- 
found peace, and ourselves occupied almost wholly with domes- 
tic matters, the administration of local justice was the one idea 
with the people. Then, astonished to find by the example of 
county courts that it was really possible to simplify law, the 
nation fell upon the procedure of the superior courts, and, grow- 
ing bolder still, insisted on being admitted into the mysteries 
of real property transfer, But all these home questions have 
been swallowed up during the last twelve months by the interest 
excited in the laws of maritime warfare; and one of the direct 
results of the insane contest in America, not less so than the 
cotton famine, has been a great revival of the study of inter- 
national law, and of a public interest therein which has slum- 
bered since the treaties of 1815, with a comparatively slight 
awakening during the Crimean war. England, in fact, has 
occupied for many months the very position with which she so 
often in her history tried the patience of other nations; she has 
been, and is, a neutral power, exposed to grievous loss and dis- 
quietude by tle acts of belligerents with whom she has no 
other concern; and the natural result is that Englishmen are 
beginning to seriously consider the effect of those rules of mari- 
time warfare which they were always ready to maintain as 
absolutely right so long as the consequences ware, or were 
thought to be, wholly in their own favour. 

The Juridical Society has, therefore, very appropriately 
opened its present session by a debate on commercial blockades, 
of which the text was furnished in an able paper by Mr. 
Westlake, now published in the pamphlet before us. Adopting 
the same view as Mr. Cobden, but bringing to its support a 
knowledge of the principles and practice of international law, 
such as few lawyers, and probably no layman in this country, 
can command, Mr. Westlake has furnished the public with a 
view at once accurate and comprehensive of the question at 
issue, and has enforced his arguments in clear, pointed, and 
convincing language. He commences by recalling the cir- 
cumstances under which the question of abolishing commercial 
blockades has been brought before the public. When the 
European Powers, in the Paris Congress of 1856, agreed to 
abolish privateering, the United States refused to join in the 
stipulation unless the private property of belligerents (except , 
of course, in cases of breach of blockade and contraband) were 
declared free from capture. To this proposal was subsequently 
added; by General Cass, the abolition of commercial blockades, 
his proposition being that “the only case in which a blockade 
ought to be permitted was where an army was besieging 1 
fortified place, and a fleet was employed to blockade it on the 
other side.” ‘The rejection of this proposal by our Government 
has undoubtedly led to the present distress in the cotton dis- 
tricts, and it is assuredly high time to consider whether a 
country like England, which is more than any other dependent 
on an uninterrupted supply of foreign produce, is not pecu- 
liarly interested in bringing down the evils of war, as they a ffict 
neutrals, to the lowest -possible point. The question is not 
whether actual belligerent powers ought to be called on to 
circumscribe the operations of war; not whether we should 
restrain our men-of-war from attacking an enemy in any shape; 
not whether the merchantmen of a hostile power should be 
exempt from capture, but whethcr we should rest content with 
a state of public law which exposes us at any moment to tlic 
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brink of ruin through the madness of third parties with whose 
differences we may be absolutely unconcerned. 
Mr. Westlake treats of the subject under the following 
reads :— 

I. The rules of blockade between which we must choose. 
II. The rules of blockade considered on the ground of jus- 
tice. 

IIL. Commercial blockades considered on the ground of 
general international policy. 
IV. Commercial blockades considered on the ground of 
special British policy. 
V. Conclusion. 
Under the first head he explains very clearly the three rules 
that are available for choice: the first, that blockade is only 
lawful in cases of siege; secondly, the continental rule that 
blockades must be effective; thirdly, the rule of the sea 
powers that blockades must be effective. ‘The first was adopted 
in the treaties down to the commencement of the eighteenth 
century, notably in the Dutch-Swedish Treaty of 1667, but 
was practically abandoned in subsequent times, though quoted 
against us by Napoleon in his Berlin decree. ‘The second, 
which is probably embodied in the Paris Declaration of 1856, 
holds that there must be absolute danger for a vessel entering 
a blockaded port from ships of war stationed off the port. 
The third rule is hardly to be stated in an absolutely definite 
form, but Mr. Westlake thinks it may be expressed fairly in 
the following words:—“ You may capture neutrals at any dis- 
tance from the blockaded port or coast, either for the offence 
of being bound for it, or for that of having made their way 
out; provided, in the latter case, it be during the same voyage; 
and you may capture them on the spot, in the fact of trying 
to break the blockade; if by all of these means together the 
chances are very great that an offender against your law will 
be caught, the blockade is effective.” The second head of his 
subject is argued by Mr. Westlake with completeness, We 
have not space to follow him through his reasoning, and we 
can only give his. statement of the conclusion he has himselt 
arrived at, referring our readers to his pamphlet if they wish 
to judge how he has succeeded in supporting his views:—‘* A 
neutral cannot be touched by a belligerent unless he has in 
some way identifled himself with the enemy. Actual mixing 
in the hostilities is suchan identification, and to relieve a be- 
seiged place is actually to mix in the hostilities; therefore 
blockade in the case of siege is justifiable. To ship a cargo to 
or from a country with which the shipper is at peace, that 
cargo being neither contraband nor destined for the supply of 
a besieged place, is neither an actual mixing in the hostilities, 
nor in any way an identification of the shipper with the 
enemy; therefore blockade, except in the case of siege, is un- 
justifiable. ‘These principles and maxims I hold to be clear.” 
But, however desirable it may be to square our policy by the 
rules of abstract justice it is certain that statesmen of all 
countries admit the use of other arguments; in a word, inter- 
national law is based by the common consent of mankind on 
grounds of expediency as well as those of bare right. Mr. 
Westlake, therefore, under his third head, argues the question 
as one of international commercial policy. The proposition 
so often advanced that commercial blockades tend to diminish 
the frequency of war by making war more terrible is satirised 
by supposing the spectators of a street qnarrel exhorted to 
abide by the rules which are at present inflicted on neutrals— 
that is, to be exposed to the blows of both ies, whom they 
must not strike again, but between whom they are to mediate 
with unruffled temper and strict impartiality. As Mr.Westlake 
hints the most pungent satire on this effete idea is furnished 
by the events of the present moment. 

In the fourth division of his pamphlet Mr, Westlake ex- 
amines the question in reference to British policy; and, like 
Mr. Cobden, whose he quotes, he comes to the con- 
clusion that the best course for this country to pursue is to 
advocate a system of public Jaw on maritime questions which 
will secure her immense commerce and the vital interests of 
her labouring classes against the madness of other nations in 
their quarrels. We entirely concur with Mr. Westlake in 
thinking the expression so often used respecting our “ naval 
supremacy,” “the right arm of our strength,” and other stereo- 
typed phrases of the kind as inapplicable, to say the least, in 
any sinczre examination of the question. Commercial 
blockades, 1s we have already said, rest on a wholly different 
basis from military operations. A belligerent must needs cripple 
his opponent how and where he can; but to his. opponent the 
blows should be confined. Neither morality nor policy (if it 





tLe rain of a third and neutral party. Or, as it is well put 
in the pamphlet, A. has no right to kill B,, an unoffend 
syectator, because A. is involved in a contest with C. 








ON LIMITED LIABILITY EXTENDED TO PRIVATE 
PARTNERSHIPS AND REGISTRATION OF FIRMS. 


The following paper on the above subject was read by 
Antuor Ryxanp, Esq., of Birmingham, at the recent-meeting 
of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association :— 

A Bill for the AMENDMENT OF THE Law OF PaRTNERSHIP 
was brought into the House of Commons and read a second 
time last session, and it is intended that early in next session 
it shall be re-introduced and referred to a select committee. 
Its objects were two-fold—(1) the extension of the principle of 
limited liability to sleeping or loan partners in trading concerns, 
and (2) the registration of persons constituting trading firms. 

The provisions of the bill as to limited liability are as fol- 
low:—The bill declares (sect. 3) that it shall be lawful for 
persons to lend money to a trading concern upon the terms of 
receiving a share of the profits either instead of or in addition 
to a fixed rate of interest, without becoming thereby a gene- 
ral partner. The term general partner is adopted to describe 
what we now understand by a partner, and in contradistinction 
to a limited partner, which latter words are used to describe a 
lender of money within the provisions of the Act, 

In order to entitle a person to enjoy this limited liability it 
is required (sect, 4) that he should register with the Registrar 
of Joint Stock Companies certain particulars, and comply with 
certain specified conditions. If any of these be neglected he 
becomes a general partner (sect.8). ‘These particulars and 
conditions are as follow:— 

1. The names and residence of each partner, and whether a 
general or special partner. 

2, The nature and place of business. 

3. The firm. 

4, The sum lent by each limited partner, the time of advance, 
and when repayable. 

Loans are to be registered within fifteen days, and are to 
be actually paid at the time named in the register or within fifteen 
days afterwards; and no part of the money lent shall be repaid 
satisfied, or secured in any manner before the time stated in 

the register. 

The firm is not to include the name of any limited partner. 
If it do, then such partner becomes a general partner. 

Then follow provisions relative to the dissolution of firms 
having limited partners, The bill declares (sect, 10) that such 
partnership shall be dissolved as to the limited partner on the 
expiration of the period for which the loan is granted, or by 
the death or bankruptcy of one of the general partners; and 
(sect. 11) that on such dissolution the loan becomes an ordinary 
debt. It may be renewed, and then fresh registration must be 
made. It is required (sect, 12) that upon dissolution by the 
death of a general partner an entry shall be made upon the 


it is provided (sect. 13) that the general partners only shall 
be liable to be made bankrupts in reference to the Poss ae of 
the firm; but that on such bankruptcy the limited partner shall 
not be entitled to receive any sum remaining unpaid, nor any 
interest or profits due to him as a limited partner until all the 
creditors of the bankrupt whose debts were contracted during 
the limited partnership are satisfied; and if a general partner 
shall be bankrupt within twelve months after the dissolution 
of a limited partnership—in other words, within twelve months 
after a loan has been repaid—the limited partner shall contri- 
bute to the extent of the money he has withdrawn from the 
concern, in order to make up the deficiency of the bankrupt’s 
estate in the payment of those creditors whose debts were con- 
tracted during the limited partnership. “¢ 


As To REGISTRATION OF Firs. 


The provisions of the bill under this head are founded upon 
the preamble that “* it is expedient that the real constitution of 
trading firms should be known.” 

It requires (sect. 15) that every perton who carries on trade 
either sloneor with others, underafirm which does not contain the 
surnames and Christian names of all the persons carrying on 
sach trade, or which contains the name of any other person not 
in the firm, or the words “ and company,” shall send to the regis- 
trar a statement in writing of the namesand places of residence of 
the persons constituting the firm. This statement is to be 
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' signed by each person therein named, who is resident in Great 























Britain, the signatures to be attested by a justice of the peace, 
banker, or attorney, 

Changes in the constitution of each firm are to be notified to 
the registrar (sects. 16, 18). 

Persons so registered may sue or be sued in the name of the 
registered firm, and service of process at the registered place of 
business shall be deemed good service on the person or per- 
sons constituting the firm. } 

If any person omits to make the required registration, such 
non-registration may be pleaded in bar to any action brought 
by him in respect to any contract made by the firm (sect. 20). 


GENERAL PROVISIONS. 

The biil constitutes the Registrar of Joint Stock Com- 
panies, the Registrar for the purposes of the bill; authorises 
the Board of Trade to direct an increase of salary to be paid 
to that officer and his clerks, to cause proper forms and in- 
dexes to be prepared, and to determine the fees to be paid. 
It requires the books to be open to inspection by all per- 
sons, on payment of a fee, and declares that certified 
copies shall be received as evidence (sect. 23). It 
provides that applications to the registrar for copies of 
any registration, and all copies required to be laid before the 
registrar, may be sent by post if sufficiently stamped; and that 
all certificates and copies of any registration shall be sent by 
post by the registrar to the parties applying for the same, if they 
so require, they paying the postage and a proper fee. All fees 
payable to the registrar may be sent by post office order (sect. 
25). The bil) as originally drawn imposed pecuniary penalties 
upon the non-observance of some of its requirements. These 
were on re-consideration struck out, but I observe that in the 
print of the bill the clauses relating to the recovery of the 
penaltiesremain in. 

Such is the outline of the bill. We will first deal with 
that part of it which relates to limited liability. You will 
observe that it does not propose to limit the liability of any 
partner whose name appears in the firm asa partner. Every 
such partnér will continue liable to the full extent of his 
property, and this is obviously just. The only parties whose 
liability we seek to limit are those who, in fact, have never 
been trusted. If all the partners in a trading concern desire 
limited liability they must conform to the provisions of the 
Joint Stock Companies’ Act. We deal only with those part- 
ners who are associated with others in whose names the con- 
cern is conducted and who are liable without limit. Iam 
anxious to be clear on this point, as it is more convenient in 
referring to the principle I contend for, which I shall have fre- 
quently to do, to mention it briefly, as “ limited liability,” in- 
stead of using the lengthy phrase of the “limited liability of 
sleeping partners,” And I wish to be understood, whilst con- 
demning the principle of the unlimited liability of sleeping 
partners, as heartily approving of maintaining the obligations 
of all persons who have allowed their names to be used as an 
inducement to credit—in other words, of checking false pre- 
tences in contracts. 

Our bill is founded on the assumption that persons trusting a 
private trading concern contract with those parties whose 
names are in the firm, or who actively conduct its business as 
partners; and inorder to check any false pretence from borrowed 
capital—which, under the present system of loans at large fixed 
rates of interest, is not infrequent—we provide aregistry of the 
particulars of loans, and impose conditions to prevent sham 
loans. So that if our bill becomes law, the dealings with 
firms having limited partners will be contracts entered into 
with the knowledge that such limited partners are not to be 
responsible beyond their subscribed capital—contracts pre- 
cisely analogous to the contracts with insurance companies. 
We all well know that every policy of insurance, whether 
against loss from fire, or from loss at sea, or for sums payable 
at death, contains a clause declaring that the stock of the 

_cempany shall alone be responsible for all claims on the 
policy, and that no proprietor of the insurance company shall 
be liable beyond his share in such stock. If ‘every contract of 
a trading concern was reduced into writing, then an Act of 
Parliament would not be necessary—each house would make 
its own Jaw; and that without the most fastidious moralist 
raising any imputation of dishonesty or unfairness (sects, 25 
and 195). 

Having thus made clear what the bill did’not propose to do, 
the writer proceeded to state the evils of the presentsystem, to 
consider the law which created it, and the remedy proposed 
by the new bill. ' 

As to the registration of firms, I shall not trouble you with 
many observations on this, the second branch of my subject, 
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as my views upon it have already been laid before this Associa- 
tion. Our volume of transactions for 1856. contains 2 paper 
which I read at the Liverpool meeting, under the title of ‘* The 
Expediency of a Registration of Private Partnerships.” I 
there pointed out the difficulties and inconveniences resulting 
from the two conflicting facts, that in suing firms it was neces- 
sary to state the names of the persons constituting them, and 
that firms seldom indicate such names, and in many cases 
they indicate quite other than the names of the present part- 
ners. I called attention to the provisions made by foreign 
nations for ‘a record of the names of persons who carry on 
trade in other than their own names, and I suggested a remedy 
which is embodied in the provisions of the present bill. 

I will mention one case amongst several which have come 
under my observation and which will illustrate the inconve- 
nience of the present system. A client placed in my hands a 
bill of exchange accepted by Smith & Co., and instructed me 
to obtain payment, as the acceptors were not in good repute, at 
the same time saying he did not know the names of the part- 
ners. ‘To my application no reply was received. I wrote to 
my agent in the town where the firm carried on business and 
instructed him to inquire who were the partners. He replied 
that he knew Smith was dead, and he could not learn who 
carried on the trade; he had, however, searched the Poor. rate 
Levy Book and the Burgess Roll, and found that John Jones 
was assessed to the poor-rate for the warehouse, and he knew 
he voted in municipal elections in respect of that qualification, 
and that Jones was Smith’s executor. Information was refused 
at the warehouse as to the partners. I issued a writ against 
John Jones, and my agent went with it to serve the defendant, 
when he found that John Jones was not a member of the firim, 
but his two sons, two young Joncses, were the partners consti- 
tuting the firm of Smith & Co. They said they should not 
pay any costs. They sent at once the cash for the bill, and 
my client was left to pay the costs of the writ and of the pre- 
vious inquiries. 

Had such a registry existed as the bill proposes, my London 
agent would have there ascertained the partners’ names and 
the costs of searching the Local Levy Book and Burgess Roll 
would have been saved, and the costs of the writ would have 
been borne by the right party. : 

We have high authority for the scheme we now desire to 
legalize. In the second report of the Mercantile Commission 
the principle of the Scottish law, which regards a private part- 
nership as a separate person, capable of entering into contracts, 
of holding personal property, and of suing and being sued, 
in its distinctive name or firm, is approved, and its introduc- 
tion into England recommended. ‘Then follow these obser- 
vations: —‘* But at the same time we think that regulations 
should be made for enabling persons who have occasion to 
deal with partnerships to ascertain and prove who the partners 
are. We consider that a register of partnerships would be 
desirable as part of such regulations.” : 

Our bill proposes the most important part of the Scottish 
system, namely, the power of suing or"being sued in the name 
of the firm. ‘The utility of such a power cannot be doubted, 
and if so, a registration must be established. 

At the Mercantile Law Conference, held in 1857, under the 
presidency of Lord Brougham, und attended by Chambers’ of 
Commerce representing twenty-three cities and boroughs, it 
it was resolved that it was extremely desirable there should 
be a general registration of partnerships. The Mercantile 
Legislation Committee of the Social Science Association re- 
ported to the meeting of that association, held at Glasgow, 
that “the establishment of a registration of partnerships on a 
wise principle, and without any cumbrous official machinery, 
would strengthen legitimate credit, while it would diminish 
false speculation; it would save many a bad debt, and reduce 
the number of failures; it would strike a blow at false pre- 
tence and trading, and therefore raise the standard of commer- 
cial morality.” 

In 1858 a bill was brought into the House of Commons by Earl 
Ripon, then Viscount Goderich, Colonel Wilson Patten, and 
Mr. Turner, for the registration of partnerships. Its machi- 
nery was complicated and unfitted for its work. It pro- 
posed to make the registrars of births, marriages, and deaths 
the registrars of partnerships. The bill was withdrawn. 

I have mentioned that the bill bases its provisions upen this 
allegation, that it is expedient that the real constitution ‘of 
trading firms should be known, Now who can deny this? Not 
the lawyer, who knows from experience the delay, vexation, and 
costs that are occasioned by the want of some ready means of 
ascertaining this information, Not the banker, we have his 
evidence in favour of it in the records of the meetings of 
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Chambers of Commerce and other similar bodies. Neither can 
any man of business possessing a spark of nobleness, or who 
rightly estimates commercial morality, desire to escape from or 
delay the consequences of his contracts by hiding himself 
behind a nom de guerre, or to refuse to another what he would 
desire to have if they changed places. r 

The only opposition I can anticipate will be from those who 
oppose all change. I admit that change is inconvenient, but 
the change I now advocate is to prevent or remedy a greater 
inconvenience. If the expediency be granted, then comes the 
question, how shall the record be made? We must either 
establish a new office, or take one of the existing offices 
devoted to the registration of matters trading or commercial. 
Of such offices there aré three—registration of designs, joint 
stock companies, and patents. 

_ To establish a new office would be more costly and less con- 
venient than taking any one of these. It appears to me that 
no mode can be devised so little troublesome to firms having 
to register, or to parties requiring information, as that proposed 
by the bill. The registry office of joint stock companies is 
well known to the trading community and to the legal pro- 
fession, and will become yet more familiar to them as the re- 
gistry of limited partnerships. The new duties wouid be but 
an extension of the work already done there. 

“ Adi ion then d upon the paper, which was opened 

y 

Professor Jonxson, of Birmingham.. He said—The prin- 
ciple involved in Grace v. Smith cannot be carried out entirely. 
It is a bad one; and this being so, I would not merely cut off 
its branches, as this bill propozes to do, but 1 would root it up. 
But at the same time,-so far as the bill goes to alter the prin- 
ciple, it does good service. With regard to the morality of the 
question, all of us have known persons who have been almost 
ruined by the liability of sleeping partners,-and I say that is 
wrong; for if I give credit to A. and B. simply as A. and B., 
I give credit to them alone. But if after A. & B. fail I find 
that C. and D. were other partners, I have a right to claim 
against C.and D. C. and D. ought not to be liable, for when 
I allowed my debt to be contracted I did not even know of 
their existence. ‘There is one point in which I think the bill 
is capable of amendment. Suppose I, asa sleeping partner, 
advance £1;000 forten years. That fact is registered. When 
the ten years are expired I withdraw my capital, and if I can- 
not withdraw it the bill says I shall become a creditor to the 
estate. But suppcsing the estate fails within twelve months, 
I am a liable partner. That I think is wrong. I would: 
suggest, therefore, that instead of the clause as it stands, it 
should be provided that the partner should not be allowed to 
come his capital unless the estate be solvent when he 

id so, 

Mr. Knieut (Birmingham).—The bill says a sleeping part- 
ner shall withdraw his capital at the end of the term for which 
he advances it, What is meant by capital? 

Mr. RyLtanp.—What he advances. 

Mr. Kxigut.—And what becomes of the profits? 

Mr. RyLtanp.—He takes the intermediate, year by year. 

Mr. Kyigut.—Then supposing he advances £10,000 for ten 
years—during that ten years ‘he receives probably more than 
that amount in profits, and whether the concern fails or not 
he is allowed to take out the whole of the £10,000 he ad- 
vanced, 

Mr. J. W, WHATELEY (Birmingham).—Suppose bankruptcy 
takes place in five years, what becomes of the limited partner? 

Mr. RYLanp.—He is a creditor for the amount he lends the 
firm, but he cannot claim‘a penny until all the creditors have 
been paid twenty shillings in the pound. 

Mr. Rose said that the paper of Mr. Ryland’s was founded 
from beginning to end upon a perfect fallacy, Mr. Ryland 
had given a set of quotations from authorities on one side 
only. ‘The greatest men in law, y, an ce 
were entirely opposed to the principles he advocated. He 
had not time or books to quote, but he could assure the 
meeting ‘that the names quoted by Mr. Ryland were not 
very great authorities. What he should like to sze before 
Parliament considered the present Act would be a return of 
all the limited liability concerns that had been started, to- 
gether with those that had come to grief, and the infinitesimal 
minority of those that had succeeded. In his opinion the 
case of Waugh v.° Carver, which had been referred to, was 
right in principle, but wrong in the arguments used in 
support of the principle. Any man who chose to adopt 
limited liability could do so without Act of Parliament by 
simply stating on his bill head that he did business on those 
terms and no other. Supposing the principle of registration 











were adopted, what would insure registration now that the 
penalty clauses were elided from the bill? and supposing those 
clauses were retained, what would be the use*of them? He 
knew a case in which a limited liability concern had been in 
existence for six years and had registered only to the extent 
of one shilling, and if he had brought them before the magis- 
trate for the penalty they would have broken up and his 
security would have been lost. Mr. Rose then gave instances of 
what he termed curiosities of limited liability, and then went 
on to refer again to'Mr. Ryland’s paper. More stress, he said, 
had been laid upon the fact that under the bill servants could 
be rewarded by being made partners. That was nothing new: 
he had settled numberless deeds to secure such 
and even then the Act of Parliament process was very simple, 
and what was more very inexpensive. ‘The principle of 
limited liability he held was, then, that while the concern suc- 
ceeded the limited partner should take profits out—and that as 
soon as it failed, his liability for the debts should be limited. 
As tothe registration of firms he denied Mr. Ryland’s propo- 
sition that the members of private firms should be known to 
the servant, and stated that such a provision in the Act was an 
infringement of tradesmens’ privileges. In conclusion, he said 
he saw nothing different to the present law, but what was an 
advance in the wrong direction, 

Mr. Parner entirely agreed with the principle of registering 
firms, observing that it was important that a tradesman should 
know the persons with whom he was dealing. ‘ 

Mr. Eppison (Leeds), said that after the remarks of Mr. 
Rose he felt bound to say that in his own town he only knew 
one instance in which a limited liability concern had come 
to grief. 

Mr. Rytanp, in reply, said that Mr. Rose’s statements had 
been so fully answered, both by his own paper and the re- 
marks of speakers, that he need not enter into any vindication 
of his principle. 

The discussion then closed. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


LAW -LECTURES AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. - 


Mr. M. H. Cookson, on Conveyancing, Monday, Decem- 
ri. . : 
Mr. T. H. Happan, on Equity, Friday, December 5. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES, 


PROJECTED COMPANIES. 
Law Union Fire aNp Lire Insurance Company, 


The eighth annual general meeting of the shareholders of 
this Company was -held on Thursday (Mr. Henry Mason pre- 
siding in the absence of the chairman, Sir William Foster, 
Bart., through ill-health). The directors reported that during 
tha year ended the 30th September Jast, 2,137 fire policies had 
been issued, insuring £1,453,757, and yielding £1,956 7s. 5d. 
of new premiums; aud in the life department 223 policies, 
insuring £137,105, the premiums upon which amounted to 
£5,036 16s, 6d., being an excess of new business over that of 
any previous year. After payment of all claims and ¢ 
the balance of income over expenditure for the year was 
£17,466 6s. 6d., increasing the assets of the company to 
£125,952 10s, 9d. ‘The report having been adopted, and the 
retiring directors re-elected, a dividend and bonus were de- 
clared at and after the rate of 7 per cent. per. annum free of 
ncome-tax. ; 

Loxpon AND Nortaern Bank (Listen). 

Capital £1,000,000, in 10,000 shares of £100 each. ‘Soli- 
citors, Messrs. Sole, Turner, & Turner, 68, Aldermanbury. 

The object of this company is to give additional banking 
facilities to Leeds, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Hull, and Middles- 
borough, 








COURT PAPERS, 


GHinter Assizes. 
Days and Places appointed for holding Special Commissions of 
yer and Terminer. and Gaol Delivery, for the Undermen- 
tioned places: 
Berkshire, Monday, December 1, at Reading, 
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Buckinghamshire, Thursday, December 18, at Aylesbury. 

Chester, Thursday, Decomber 11, at Chester. 

Devonshire, Saturday, December 13, at the Castle of Exeter. 

City of Exeter, same day, at the Guildhall of the said city, 

Durham, Thursday, December 4, at Durham. 

Glamorganshire, ‘Tuesday, December 23, at. Cardiff. 

Gloucestershire, Monday, December 15, at Gloucester, 

City of Gloucester, same day, at the City of Gloacester. 

Hertfordshire, Monday, December 22, at Hertford. 

Kent, Saturday. November 29, at Maidstone. 

Lincolnshire, Monday, December 8, at Lincoln. 

City of Lincoln, same day, at the City of Lincoln. 

Northumberland, Saturday, November 29, at the Castle of 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Town of Newcastle-upon-Tyne, same day, at the Guildhall 
of the same town. 

Nottinghamshire, Friday, December 5, at Nottingham. 

Town of Nottingham, same day at the town of Nottingham. 

Salop, Saturday, December 6, at Shrewsbury. 

Somersetshire, Thursday, December 18, at ‘I'aunton, 

Southampton, Saturday, December 6, at the Castle of Win- 
chester. . 

Staffordshire, Saturday, November 29, at Stafford. 

Warwickshire, Monday, December 1, at Warwick. 

Worcestershire, Wednesday, December 10, at Worcester. 

City of Worcester, same day, at the city of Worcester. 

Yorkshire, Wednesday, December 10, at the Castle of York. 

City of York, same day, at the Guildhall of the said city. 


Exchequer of Pleas. 
Sittings at Nisi Prius in Middlesex and London before the 
Right Hon. Sir Frederick Pollock, Knt., Lord Chief Baron of 
her Majesty's Court of Exchequer, after Michaelmas Term, 





Middlesex. 

Special Juries and Commen Juries. 
Saturday . . Nov. 29] Thursday ; Dec. 4 
Monday = - Dec. 1] Friday . . o eee 
‘Tuesday . + 21 Saturday 5” 6 
Wednesday . oi gene 

London. 

Special Juries and Common Juries, 
Monday - « Dee. 8| Tuesday ~ « Dec. 16 
‘Tuesday F + @  9{| Wednesday . PPE | 
Wednesday . - 'y» 10] Thursday. Sa 
Thursday. - » I) Friday ° cy 
Friday . « y 12|Saturday . . » 2 
Saturday ° + y 13] Monday ° oe 
Monday ° ‘ 15 | Tuesday ° ote ae 


LORDS JUSTICES, 
Lincoln's Inn. 


ly The First Seal.— 
ndesecabr ogee App. mtns, & apps.’ 
Wednesday... & 


Thursday .. | Appeals. 
| Petns. in lunacy & 
Friday...... 54 bankey., a appeal 
titions, & apps. 
Setarday'.. 6) peaen 
Monday .... 8 
Tuesday .... i Appeals. 
Wednesday .10 
The Second Seal.— 
Theaday .++tt en genni 
Petns. in lunacy & 
Friday......122 bankcy., — 
petitions, & apps. 
Saturday ..13 : 
eee eld 
Tuesday ....16 Appeals. 
Wednesday .17 ia tan aint 
e al,— 
Thareday ..16 { ‘App. mtns. & apps. 
Pews. in lanacy & 
Friday......19 2 bankey., appeal 
petitions, & apps. 
Saturday ..20,, Appeals. 
Notice.—The days (ifany) on which 
the Lords Justices shal! be en- 
gaged in the Full Court, or at the 
Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council, are excepted. 
V. C. Six R. T. KINDERSLEY. 
Lincoln’s Inn. 
The First Seal.— 
Tuesdy. Dec. 2 { Mtns., adj. sums., 
wei ate 
nesday . 
Thursday .. 3} General paper. 
Friday...... a & gen. ert 
Sht. causes 
Saturday .. 6 eth & gen. pa. 
Monday eoce 


8 
Tuesday .... s{ General paper. 


The Second Seal.— 
Thursday ..114 Mtns., adj, sums., 
& gen. pa. 
ecpesanemenan & gen. my 
t. causes, is 
Saturday ..13 sums., & gen. pa. 
Monday ....15 
Tuesday ....16 


Wednesday .17 
The Third Seal.— 
Thursday ..18 4 Mtns,, adj. sums., 


& gen. pa. 
Friday......19..Ptns. & gen. pa. 


Sht. causes, adj. 
Saturday ...20 fon Si & gen. pa. 


N.B.—Any causes intended to be 


General paper 





heard as short causes must be so 
marked at least one clear day be- 
fore the same can be put in the 
paper to be so heard, 


V. C. Sin JOHN STUART. 


Lincoin's Inn, 
The First Seal.— 
a A ; 1 Mtns., causes, &c. 
i‘ lay. 
Thursday .. af Cunses, &c. 
Friday....... 5..Petns., causes, &e. 
Saturday .. 6..Sht. caus, caus,&c. 


Monday .... 8 
} causes, be 


Tuesday.... 9 

Wodnestay “10 The fecond Gea! 
ne _ 

Thursday ..11 U Mtns., causes, &c. 

Friday ....12.,Petns., causes, &c. 

Saturday ..13..Sht. caus,caus,&c. 

Monday ....15 

Tuesday ....16 > Causes, &c. 


Wednesday «I7) the Third Seal 
e sae 
Thursday ..18 } Mtns., causes, &e. 
Friday......19..Petns., causes, &c. 
Saturday ..20..Sht.caus, caus, &e. 
N.B.—Any causes intended to be 
heard as short causes must be so 
marked, at least one clear day 
before the same can be put in the 
paper to be so heard. 


V. C. Sin W. P. WOOD. 
Lincoln’s Inn. 


Tuesdy. Dec. 2 The First Seal.— 


Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Wednesday . 3 , 
Thursday .. 4 ¢ General paper. 
Friday....++ 5 


Saturday .. 


Monday .... 8 
Tuesday.... 9 > General paper. 


Wednesday, .10 tiniest 
e Sec - 
Thursday ..1l | itens. & gen. pa. 
Friday.--»s018.- Generel popes: 
tns., sht. causes, 
Saturday ..13 & general paper. ° 
Monday ....15 


‘Tuesday ....16 > General paper. 


Wednesday ..17 
Thursda: g 18 The Third Seal.— 
reid Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday...+-.19..Generel pape a 
tns, sht, ca’ 
Saturday ..20) 4% general paper. 
N.B.—Any causes intended to be 
heard as short causes must be su 
marked at least one clear day-be- 
fore the same can be put in the 
paper to be so heard. 


5 
6 Petns., sht. causes, 
& general paper. 








The Court will sit at ten o’clock each day. 


A second Court will sit for the. trial of causes when ne- 


cessary. 





Court of Chancery. 
SITTINGS AFTER MICHAELMAS TERM, 1862. 


LORD CHANCELLOR. 


Lincoln's Inn. 
The First Seal.— 
Tuesdy. Dec. 2 {oe mtns. & apps. 
Wednesday 3..petitions, & apps. 
‘Thursday .. 4) 
Friday...... 5 
Saturday .. 6 


Monday .... 9 (APPeals. 


The Second Seal.— 
Thursday ..11 Hes mtns. & apps. 


Wednesday 7 
Thursday ..18 Foe Third | Seal.— 


Friday...... 19... Appeals. 

Saturday ..20..Peins. & appeals, 
MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 
Chancery-lane. 

Tuesdy. Dec. 2 { The First Seal.— 


otions, 
Tharede Ae General pape 
ursday ... 4 r. 
Friday...... 5 





Petns., sht. caus., 
Saturday .. 6 {as sums., and 

general paper. 
Monday .... 8 


Tnesday.... ot General paper. 


Wednesday. .10 

Tharsday ..11 i 

Friday......12..General paper. 
Petns., sht, caus., 

Saturday ..13{ adj. sums., and 
general paper. 

Monday .,..15 


Tuesday ....16 } General paper. 


a agape The Third Seal 
Hy ‘eal.— 
Thursday ..18 | Setions. 
Friday......19..General paper. 
tns,, sht. cans., 
Saturday 0 fad sums., and 
general paper. 


N.B.—Unopposed petitions must be 
presented and copies left with the 
Secretary, on or before the Thurs- 
day preceding the Saturday on 
which it is intended they should 
be heard; and any causes in- 


tended to be heard as short causes 
must be so marked at least one 
clear day before the same can be 
put in the paper to be so heard. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGE, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
BARTLETT—On Nov 22, at Reading, Berks, the wife of William Robert 
Bartlett, Esq., solicivor, of a son. 
MORGAN—On Oct. 18, at Calcutta, the wife of the Hon. Mr. Justice Mor- 


n, of a son. 
PULLEY_-On Nov 18, at Highfield, Rock Ferry, Cheshire, the wife of 
William Pulley, Fsq., of Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-luw, of a ——-- 
VALLANCE—On Nov. 22, at 9 Carlton-road, Maida-vale, Mrs. Jonn Val- 


lance, of a son. 
ae ee Glcbart ‘Town, Lieutenant H. C 
SEDDON—YOUNG—On Sept. 10, at ‘own, . C. 
Seddon, of the Royal Engineers, to Annie Young, youngest daughter of 
Thomas Young, Esq., Solicitor, Hobart Towa. 


DEATHS. 
BREWSTER—On Nov. =, + South, Dublin, Mary Anne, 
the wife of the Right Hon. A. Brewster. 
BUSWELL—On Nov. 17, at the Rectory, Widford, Essex, Susannah Eliza- 
beth, relic of John Buswell, Esq., Solicitor, aged 81. 
Nov. 23, aged 69, at 30 Portman-sq, Henry Beaumont Coles, 
Esq., of Middleton House, Longparish, Hants, M.P. for the borough of 
Andover, and a Magistrate and Deputy-Lieuienant for the county of 


Southam: . 
DAVY On Mov 18, at Ringwood, Hants, Mary White, the wile of Robert 


Davy, Esq., Solicitor. . 
KENDALL~On Noy, 17, John Kendall, Esq., of Chudleigh, Devon, Solici- 
tor, aged 55. 


LLUYD—On Nov 23, at Worthing, Frederick Watson Lloyd, of the South 
Wales Circuit, barrister-ut-law, second son of John Horutio Lloyd, Esq., 
barrister at-law. : 

MADDOCK—On Nov. 18 in his 48th year, Alfred Beaumont Maddock, M. 
D., of 56, Curzon-street, Mayfair, youngest son of the late Henry Mad- 
dock, Esq., M.P., Barrister-at-Law. 

MANSUN—On Nov. 19, at Musweil-hill, William Pitt Manson, Esq., Bar- 
rister-at-Law, Lincoln’s-inn, aged 43. 

MARTIN—On Nov. 16, at Mewington-place, Kennington-park, Elizabeth 
Mary, relict of Charies Martin, Esq., Solicitor, in her 84th year. 

ener Nov, 22, Mary Ann, the wite of William Steere, Esq., bar- 
rister- Ww, 
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usmart EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
Messrs. Denennam & Tewson. 

Leasehold Residence, No. 30, Carlton-hill, East, St. John’s Wood ; esti- 
mated Rental £90 per annum, Term 99 years from 1838, Ground Rent 
£12.—Sold for £950. 

— Residence, No. 5, Cedars-road, Clapham Common.—Sold for 

Freehold Nine Acres of Building Land, situate at Bromley, fronting 
Devon’s-road —Sold for £5100. 

Freehold Three Residences, Nos. 1, 2, and 3. Alma terrace, Tamworth-road 
Po ge producing £108 per annum, Term 99 years from 1853.—Soid 


Freehold Ground Rent of £33 per annum, and Redeemed Land Tax of 
fi. car 9., per annum, secured upon residence at Clapham.—Sold for 
Freehold Manufacturing Premises at Erith, Kent.—Sold for £3,500 


AT GARRAWAY’S. 
By Messrs. D. Cronin & Son. 
Teasehold Public House in Clement’s-lane, City.—Sold for £2,000, 
Leasehold Wharf and Granaries, situate in Bermondsey Wall, Bermond- 
sey; term 61 years from 1820; jet at £550, Sold for £1,900 
Copyhold, Public House, known as the “ Cock,” situate at Upper Hollo- 
way. Sold fur 1,170. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


GAM indings-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Lim1TeD 1N Bankeurtcy, 
Faivay, Nov 21, 1862. 

Rotherhithe Co-operative and Industrial Society.—Petition for winding- 
up, presented Nov 18, will be heard at the Southwark County Court, 
— on Dec 2, Hawkes & yam Southwark, Solicitors for Peti- 

loner. 


Crevitors under 22 & 23 Vict. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Farwar, Nov. 21, 1862. 
ag Frances, Roydon, Norfolk, Spinster. Jan 22. Wallace & Lyus, 


83. 

Carter, Josh, Annaghkeen, Galway. Jan 21. Fuller & Saltwell, Re- 
gent-st, 

Collinson, Geo, Newport Pagnell, Esq. Feb 28. Cowdell & Boyce, Ab- 
church-lane. 

Coward, Rhd Atkinson. Ouseley Lodge, Old Windsor, and Bembridge, 
Isle of Wight. Jan 20. Taylor & Co., Gt James-st, Bedford-row. 

Cropper, Jos Almond, Gray’s-inn, Esq. Feb 11. Capes, Gray’s-inn, 

Dowding, Frederick, ‘Bath; Solicitor. Jan 30. Burne, Bath. 

Earp, John Lawton, Wednesbury, Staffd, Grocer. : Dec 24. Thursfield, 
Wednesbury. 

Fawdry, Wm, Birm, Grocer. Jan 12. Baker, Birm. 

Holloway, John, Birm, Brickmaker. Jan 20. Ludlow, Birm. 

sr at Adderbury, Oxford, Railway Operative. Dec 24. Weeks, 
City-rd. 

Miller, Henry, no address. Jnly 2. Cruttwell, Frome. 

Pedler, Phil Warren, Brighton, Colonel. Dec 31. Chapple, Gt Carter-lane. 

——s Wm, South Shields, Pawnbroker. Dec 31. Bowlby, South 

elds. 

Thistlethwayte, Mrs. Tryphena, no address. Dec 26. Nicholi & Co, 
Carey street, Lincoln’s-inn, 

Turnbull, Ann, Stockton-on-Tees, Widow. Jan 3!. Newby & Co, Stock- 
ton-on- Tees, 

Walkinton, Kob, North Ormsby, Lincoln. Marl, Goe & Wilson, Louth. 

Wilkinson, Ellen, Leeds, Spinster. Feb 28. Payne & Co, Leeds. 

Worsley, William, Luton, Straw Plait Dealer. Jan 1. Paterson & Sons, 
Bouverte-st. 

® TuespayY, Nov. 25, 1862. 

Berthond, Lewis, otherwise Jules Louis Berthond, Manc, Merchant. Jan 
31. Withington & Petty, Manc. 

Brooks, Nathaniel, Loughborough-rd, Brixton, Victualler. Jan 5. De 
Jersey & Mickiem, Gresham-st. 

Collison, Geo, Newport Pagnall, Esq. Feb £8. Cowdell & Boyce, Ab- 
church-lane. 

Galway, Catherine Elizabeth Viscountess, Bath, Widow. Jan 30. Dow- 
ding & Burne, Bath. 

Green, Hannah, Powis-st, Woolwich, Widow. Jan 1. Morris & Cc, 
Moorgate st-chambers. 

He — » Jno, Toxteth-park, Lpool. Dec 30. Price, Unity-bldgs, Lpool, 

xecutor, 

Jones, Thos, Edgmond-grove, Salep, Superannuated Officer of Excise. 
Jan 1. Bodenham & Temple, Kington. 

Newbery, Rev, Thos, Hinton St. George, Somerset, Clerk. March 1, 
Withington & Petty, Manc. 

Richards, Jno, Caerleon, Monmouth, Gent. Jan 14. Tlewellin, Newport. 

Stocken, Jas Julius, Grucechureh-st, Tobacconist. Dec 31. Richardson, 
Three King-ct, Lombard. 

Taylor, Jus, Melksham, Wilts, Farmer. Jan 22. Moule & Gore, Melksham. 

Treherne, ‘Edmund, St. George’s-ter, Hanover-sq. Jan 1. Treherne, 
Withyham, Sussex, Administrator. 

Walley, Wm, Leeds, Woolstapler. Feb 2). Shackleton, Lerds, 

Wood, “her sgrnee » Horley, Surrey, Spinster. Jan 1, Clayton & Son, Lan- 
custer-p 

Wright, Peter, Eyam, Derby, Gent. March 25. Taylor, Bakewell, Derby 
Executor. 


Crevitors unver Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fatpar, Nov. 21, 1862, 
ous! Charies, Worcester, Boat Builder, Dec 10, Lird v, Maybury, 





“Capper, Ralph Thon, Lower Brook-sty Grosvenor-0q, Milliner. Dec 8. 
Leaf v. Dunne, M. 
om, aa St Martin ’s-lane, Publican. Jan 12, Caunt v. Caunt, V.C rl 


Edwards, John, Leamington-priors. Dec 2. Edwards v. Wickwar, V. C. 


Greenwood, Jas Dent, New Munster, New Zealand, Farmer. Nov 2- 
Greenwood v. Greenwood. V. C. Kindersley. 

Jerdein, John Inglis, Stafford-st, Bond-st, Midisx, Coal Merchant. Dec 9, 
Gunnell v. Jerdein. V. C. Stuart. 

{eae Bes Stockwell-common, Surrey, Gent. Dec 10. Pattisson ve. 
Street, M.R. 

Jones, Ann Susannah, Shenfield, Essex, Widow. Dec 10, Jones. Laven- 
der, M. R. 

Lund, Jane, York, Spinster. Dec 23. Prince v. Todd, V. C. Stuart. 

Mash, Steph, Lutterworth, Sol. Jan 12. Granaes v. Driver, V. C. Stuart. 

Selby, Ann Jane, Plymouth, Spinster. Jan 10, Délle. home, § V. C. Stuart. 

Sims, Mary, Dover. - Dec 20. Bradley v. Brett, V. C. Stuart. 

Wilks, Thos, Little London, near Flint, Master Mariner. Nov 22. Gleave 
v. Wilks, V. C, Wood. 


(County Palatine of Lancaster.) 
Chisnall, Thos, Preston, Gent. Dec 9. Holden v, Chisnell, Office of Re- 


gistrar, Preston. 
ToxspaY, Nov 25, 1862. 

Arnott, Wm, St. Andrews, Fife. Dec 15. Davies v. Melville. M.R. 

Dyer, Thos Whitmore, New-rd, Hammersmith, Gent. Dec 9. Astley v. 
Dyer, V C. Wood 

Eastaff, Wm, Bedford, Carpenter. Dec 9. Eastaff v. Carrier, V.C. Wood. 

Marshall, Robt, Aston Magna, Worcester, Farmer. Jan 12. Marshall v. 
Marshall, V.C, Stuart. 

Meeks, Edmund, High-st, Hoxton, Shop Keeper. Dec 22. Barwood »v, 
Barwood, V.C Stuart. 

Nursey, Jno, Desborough, Northampton, Farmer. Jan 10. Nursey v. 
Nursey, V.C. Stuart 

Terry, Wm, Clapham. ” Dec 16. Terry v Terry, M.R. 

Thornton, Boyes, Union-st, Deptford, Gent. Dec 18. Swire v. Thornton, 
MLR. 





Deeds registered pursuant te Bankruptey Act, 1861, 
Fripar, Nov. 14, 1862. 
Bird, Thos, Walthamstow, Draper. Oct 30, Assmt. Reg Nov 21. 
Brown, Edw, Scarborough, Wine Merchant. Oct 24. Conv. Reg Nov 19, 
Campion, Jno, Dunstable, Grocer, Oct 21. Conv. Reg Nov 18. 
Chariton, Thomas, Sunderland, & Claus Frederic Pluns, North Shields 
Ship Chandlers. Oct 25. Arrngmt. Reg Nov 20. 
Church, Geo Frdk, Giltspur-st, London, Boot Manufacturer. Novy 4. Ass" 
Reg Nov 19. 
Retes, Wm, Birm, Writing Clerk. Nov 10, Assnmnt. Reg Nov 19. 
Hayward, Jacob, Bristol, Corn Factor. Nov 4. Assnmnt. Reg Nov 18, 
Hubbard, Edw, Landport, Butcher. Novi7. Conv. Reg Nov 19, 
Kerry, Thos, Batley, York, Druggist. Nov il, Assnmut. Reg Nov in 
Maclver, Jno, & Donald Maclver, Wrexham, Drapers. Nov 3. Cony. 
Reg Nov 19. 
Mills, Caleb Rtbt, Swindon, Grocer. Oct 24, Assnmnt. Reg Ni 
Naylor, William Todd, & Henry Todd Naylor, John Edward Naylor & 
Jno Todd Naylor, Lpool, Merchants. Octl5. Conv. Reg Nov 19. 
Phillips, Edmund, Manch, Draper. Oct 27, Cony. Reg Nov 20. 
Pluns, Claus Frdc, N Shields, Ship Chndler. Oct 25. Arrngmt. Reg Nov 20. 
Roff, Wm Thos, Maidstone, Pub‘ican. Nov 4. Conv. Reg Nov 19. 
Taylor, J, Earlsheaton, York, Blanket Manfactr. Nov 5, Ass Reg Nov 18. 
Taylor, Wm, Barnsley, Shopkeeper. Nov 8. Cony. Reg Nov 19 
Thompson, Dnl, Dewsbury, York, Shopkeeper, Nov 12. Ass, Reg Noy 19. 
Whiting, Wm, Ww rington, Somerset, Carrier, Oct 23, Conv. Reg Nov 14, 
Whitelock, Wm, East Retford, Draper. Uct25. Assigumt. Reg Nov 18, 


Tcespay, Nov. 25, 1862. 

Aitchison, Rbt Ker, Grove-lane, Camberwell, and Forest-hill, Surrey, 
Builder. Nov i5. Assnmnt. Reg Nov 24. 

Anstin, John, and Robert Austin, Long Eaton, Derby and Nottingham, 
Lace Manfactrs. Oct 27. Assnmut. Keg Nov 24, 

Colson, Mery, Lianwonno, Glamorgan, Widow, Innkeeper. Nov 7. Cony, 
Reg Nov 2 

Corrick, Wm, jun, Norwich, Cabinet Maker. Nov 3. As«nmnt. Reg 
Nov I4. 

Cox, Jos, and Hy Cox, ay Works, Birm, Screw and Rivet Manfuctrs. 
Uct 29. Assnmnt. Reg Nov 24. 

Crossly, Jos, Rotherham, Grocer. Oct 30. Cony, Reg Nov 22. 

Davies, Jenkin, Tredegar, Grocer. Nov 14. Cony. Reg Nov 24, 

Denial, Alexander Jos, and Jno Denial, Shetflield, Steel Manfactrs, Oct 
Cony, Reg Nov 21. 

Griffin, Jos, Waterloo, Builder, Nov ll. Assnmnt. Reg Nov 22, 

ar _ Adam, Blackburn, Cotton Manufacturer. Oct 30. Ass. Reg 
Nov 

Higinbotom, Geo, Stockport, Candlewick Spinner. Oct 28. Conv. Keg 

24. 


Holibrook, Geo, Sheffield, Provision Dealer. Nov 10. Conv. Reg Noy 21, 

Needs, Sami, Huddersfield, Grocer. Oct 28. Assnmnt. Reg Nov 24. 

Percy, Hy, Scarborough, Cab Proprietor. Nov 14. 9 Reg Nov 21. 

Pope, Hy, Bristol, Butcher: Oct 28. Conr, 

Rhodes, bizaveth, Kingston-upon- -Hull, Victualler. Ga 24. Assnmnt. 
Reg Nov? 

Scott, Wim. ieee Manch, Draper. Oct 31. “Asxouint. Reg Nov 21. 

Slack, Gev, Matlock, Tailor. Oct 27. Assnmut. Keg Nov 24, 

Slipper, Isaac, Romford, Coach Builder. Nov 12. Arrngmnt. Reg Nov 24, 

Snail, Thos Chas, Solihull, Warwick, Veterinary Surgeun, Nov 17. In- 
spectorship. Reg Nov 24. 

Thompson, ' hos, & a fhompson, Westerham, Kent, Grocers. Oct 28, 
Assnmnt, Keg Nov 2 

Turner, Wm, obemerian: York, Shoemaker, Cct 28. Assnmnt. Reg Nov 


24, 
° Cankrupts. 
Fatpat, Nov. 21, 1862, 
To Surrender in London. 
Barnard, Jos Geo, Jermyn-st. St. James's, Pet Nov 1. Dec 9 at 11, 
Marshall & Son, Hattou-garden, 
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Craven, Thos, Lansdown-pl, Ww ‘Brompton, Stone Mason. Pet Nov 14. 
Dec 9 at 12. McGregor, Size-lane. 

Davies, Jno, Lwr Porchstr-st, Connaught sq, Grocer. Pet Nov 18. Dec 
6atll. Lewis, Gt Marlbro-st. 

Garner, Sam! Frnes, Hark-lane, Bethnal-grn-rd, Fringe Manufacturer. 
Pet Nov 15. Dec6atll. Marshall & Son. Hatton-garden. 

Geere, Daniel Diones, Storrington, Sussex, Timber Dealer. Tet Nov 14. 
Dec 5 at 1.30. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chmbrs. 

Gracie, Jno, Maribro’-sq, Chisea, Draper. Pet Nov 19 (for pau), Dec 5 
atil, Aldridge. 

Heaven, Edwn, William-st, Caledonian- — epane Builder. Tet Nov 19 
(for pan) Dec 2at il. Aldridge & Brom 

Holliss, Jno Peachey, Long-lane, Sousa, Fictulte. Pet Nov 15. Dee 
9at12. Clark, Dean's-ct. 

Hughes, Chas Hodgson, Prospect-p!, New-cross, Accountant. Pet Nov 19 
(tor pau). Dec vatill. Aldridge. 

Kett, Jas Frede, Norwich, Butcher. Pet Nov 19. Dec 6 at 12. Doyle, 
Verulam-bidgs, and Sadd, Norwich. 

Moss, Jno Solmn, Hampstead, Newsvndr. Pet Nov 18. Dee 5 at 10.30. 
Lund, Castle-st, Holborn. 

Newman, Jas, Rochester, Grainer. Pet Nov 18. Dee 5 at 10.30. Bartley, 
Bartlett’s-bidgs. 

Robins, Chas Wm, Leadnhil-st, Ship Broker. Pet Nov 18. Dec 9 at 10, 
Atkinson & Co, Church-st, Lothbury. 

Robinson, Fredk Scudamore, Hythe, Kent, no occupation. Pet Nov 15. 
Dec 9 at 1. Hall, Coleman-st. 

Roy, Chas Jas McPherson, Lower-rd, Rotherhithe, out of business. Pet 
Nov 18. Dec 5 at 10.30. Wontner, Bucklersbury. 

Rudge, Rehd, Buckhurst: hill, Essex, Painter. Pet Nov 17. Dec 5 at 11. 
Preston & Dorman, Gresham-st. 

Salter, Hy, Ipswich, Farmer, Pet Nov!7. Dec2atil. Shirrett & Son, 
Lincoin's-inn fids, and Pollard, Ipswich. 

Tinckam, Wm, Chapel-st, Tottenham-ct-rd, Builder. Pet Nov6. Dec 6 
at iz. Atkinson, Basinghall-st. 

Tomson, Jas Saml Wm, Bull-yd, Aldersgate-st, Fancy Box Manufacturer. 
Pet Nov 17. Dec2 at 11.30. Hill, Basinghall-st. 

Turner, Wm, Little Denmark-st, St. Giles, Midx, Wine and Beerseller. 
Pet Nov 19. Dec9at 12. Wyatt, Chancery-lane. 

Williams, Wm, Hindringham, Norfolk, Miller. Pet Novy 11. Dec 9 at 12. 
Hayes & Co, Russell-sq, for Kent & Co, Fakenham. 

Willington, Hy, Summer-pl, Onslow-sq, Brompton, Surgeon. Pet Nov 15. 
Dec 6 at li, Lovell, Gray's-inn, 

Wyatt, Danl, Old Charlton, Kent, Caulker. Pet Nov 15. Dec 9at 11. 
Weekes, Southampton-bidgs. 


To Surrender in the Country. 
stm Alfd, Alstonefield, Stafford, Miller. Nov 17. Stafford, Dec 12 at 


pnd Richd, Cragg Brow, Windermere, Dealer in Berlin Wool. Pet Oct 
29. Nwestle-upon-Tyne, Dec 4 at 12, Barber, Ironmonger-lane, and 
Abbs, Sunderland. 

Aked, Geo, Nottingham, Framework Knitter. Pet Nov 20. Nottnghm, 
Dec 31 at 11. Cowley & Everall, Nottnghm. 

Anderson, Jas, Neastle-upon-Tyne, Painter. Pet Nov13. Neastle-upon- 
Tyne, Dec 6at 10. Brewis, Ncastle-upon-Tyne 

Baker, Joseph, Notnghm, Yarn Merchant. Pet Nov 19. Notnghm, Dec 
2atli. Maples, Notnghm. 

Bristow, Wm, Maidstone, Baker. Pet Nov 15. 
Goodwin, Maidstone. : 

Brough, James, Bursiem, Stafford, Beerseller. Pet Nov 18. Hanley, 
Dec 13 at 12. Harding, Tunstall. 

Bull, George, Halam, Nottingham, Farmer. Pet Nov 18, Newark, Dec 
3atl2. Ashley, Newark. 

Bydder, G. Swansea. Pet Oct 27. Swansea. Dec 4 at 12. Morris, Swansea. 

Chick, Robert, Pershore, Worcester, Boot Maker. Pet Nov 14. Pershore, 
Dec 2atil. Wilson, Worcester. 
Chambers. George, Bridlington Quay, York, Innkeeper. 
Bridiington, Dee 13.ai 19. Richards™, Bridlington. 
Chatwin, Reuben, Birm, Sawyer. Pet Nov 18. Birm, Dec 8 at 10. East, 
Birm. 

Chester, George, Grinshill, Salop, Boot Maker. Pet Nov 17. Wem, Dec 
Sat 10. Davies, Shrewsbury. 

Couch, Phillip Taylor, Swansea, Builder. Pet Nov 17. 
atil. Morris, Swansea. 

Davies, William, Lianilar, Cardigan. Farmer. Pet Novi4. <Aberystwith, 
Dec 3at9. Hughes, Aberystwith 

Daymond, Saml, Harpford, Deyon, Yeoman. Pet Nov 15. Honiton, Dec 
2at 12. Friend, Exeter. 

Daymond, Susannah, Harpford, Devon, Widow, Pet Nov 15, Honiton, 
Dec 2at12. Friend, Exeter. 

Deakney, Jno Rehd, The Cottage, Norton-rd. Pet Nov 17. Portsmouth, 
Dec 9 atli. Paffard, Portsea. 

Driver, Betsy, Crawshaw Booth, Lanc, Cotton Spinner. 
Manch, Dec 3 at 11. Leigh, Manch. 

Ebison, Henry, Ripley, Derby, Auctioneer, Pet Nov 18. Nottingham, 
Dec 9atll. Gamble & Leech, Derby, 

Fryer, George, Holbeck, Leeds, Grocer, Pet Nov17. Leeds, Dec 4 at 11. 
Markland, Leeds. i 

Gawthorn, Isaac, Skelmanthorp, York, Victualler. Pet Nov 18. Holm- 
firth, Dec 8 at 10. Learoyd. Holmfirth. 

Glass, William, oe Bae Somerset, Millwright. Nov li. Bath, Dec 2 at il. 


Bartrum, 

Gilbert, Willen ‘Leteenter, Elastic Web Weaver. Pet Nov 15. Leicester, 
Dec 6 at 10. Estlin, Nuneaton. 

Goldsmith, Hen, Horsham. Upholsterer. Pet Nov 19. Horsham, Dec 17 
atl. RKawlison, Horsham. 

Gorton, James, Little Hutton, Lanc, Painter. Pet Nov 19. Bolton, 
Dec 4.at 10. Edge, Bolton-le-Moors. 

Granger, Isaiah, Wolverhampton, Builder. Nov 17. Birm, Dec 1 at 12. 
Hodgson & Allen, Bi:m. 

Gratton, Thos, Quarndon, Derby, Clerk. Pet Nov 18. Derby, Dec 9 at 
12. Haywood, Derby. 

Grave, Wm, Brigham, Cumberland. Nov 12. Cockermouth, Dec 17 at 
il. Hayton, Cockermouth, 

Greenwood, Sharp, bradford, Draper. Pet Nov 17. Leeds, Dec 8 at 11. 
Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Ilall, Joseph, jun, Wickham, Durham, Cartwright. Pet Nov 17. Gates 
head, Dec 3atll. Scaife, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 


Maidstone, Nov 29 at 11. 


Pet Nov 15. 


Swarsea, Dec 4 


Pet Nov 17. 





‘Perinn, Thos, Astbury, Chester, Collier. Pet Nov 20, ‘Dengicten, Nov 
29 at 11. Cooper, Congleton. 

Harman, Stephen, Hastings, Upholsterer. Pet Nov 15. Hastings, Dec 3 
at ll. Meadows, Hastings. 

Henson, Thomas, Uffington, Lincoln, Butcher. Pet Nov 17. Stamford, 
Dec 8 at 11. Law, Stamford. 

Hilton, Henry, Silver-st, Coventry, Baker. Pet Nov 17. Coventry, Dec 2 
at 3. Smallbone, Coventry 

Holdcroft, Elijah, Hanley, Stafford, Saddler. Pet Nov 18. Hanley, Dec 
13at 12, Litchfield, Newcastle- under-Ly me, 

Hunt, Wm, Sandown, Isle of Wight, Beer Retalier. Pet Nov 18. New- 
port, Dec 3at $2. Paffard, Portsea. 

Jones, Rha, Lianddaniels-fab, Anglesey, Farmer. Pet Nov 7. Llangefni, 
Dec 10 at 11, Owen, Lian: i. 

Kershaw, John, Halifax, Builder, Pet Nov 19. Halifax, Dec 5 at 10, 
Jubb, Halifax. a 

Lancaster, Jos, Alecdon, Cumberland, Husbandman. Pet Nov 19, 
Whitehaven, Dec 5 at 11. Paitson, Whitehaven, 

Lawson, Hen, Sheffield, Surgical Instrument Maker. Pet Nov 5. Shef- 
field, Dec 6 at 10. Smith & Burdekin, Sheffield. 

Levy, Charles, Bristol, Cabinet Maker. Pet Nov 18. Bristol, Dec 5 at 
11. Hill, Bristol, 

Maddox, Samuel, Barker's-green, Salop. Pet Nov 17. Wem, Dec 3 at 
12. Sheppard, Crewe. 

Markall, Jas Wms, Birm, Saddler. Pet Nov 18. Birm, Dec 8 at 10, 
Allen, Birm. 

Marsden, Wm, Manch, Glass Manufacturer. Pet Nov 19. Manchester, 
Dec 5 at 11. Swan, Manchester. 

McLeod, Thomas, Leeds, Tea Dealer, Nov 15, Lees, Dec 4 at 11. 

Millichap, Elisha, Fockbury, near Bromsgrove, Dealer in Hay. Pet Nov 
15. Bromsgrove, Dec 3 at 11. Burbury, Bewdley. 

Moore, Jas, Lincoln, Servant. Pet Nov 5. Brigg, Dec 4atll. Mack- 
rill, Barton-upon-Humber. 

Nash, Samuel, Aylesbury, Saddle-tree Maker. Pet Nov 17. Aylesbury, 
Dec 8 at 10. Jones, Aylesbury. 

Parker, Thomas, Live. l, Attorney-at-Law. Pet Nov 18. Liverpool, 
Dec 4 at 3. Inman, Liverpool. 

Parsons, Richard, Merriott, Somerset, Boot Maker, Pet Nov 20. Crew- 
kerne, Dec 6 at }2. Lang, Crewkerne. 

Parry, John, Mynyddyslwyn, Monmouth, Collier. Pet Nov 5 (for pau). 
Newport. Dee 17 at 10. Roberts, Usk, 

Paterson, Hugh, Whitehaven, Cumberland, Carter, Pet Nov 20. White- 
haven, Dec 5 at 11. Paitson, Whitehaven. 

Phillips, Samuel, sen, Birm, Hatter. Pet Nov 15. Birm, Dec 5 at 12, 
Smith, Birm. 

Roberts, Hugh, Lianfaivechan, Carnarvon, Farmer. Pet Nov 19. Bangor, 
Dec 3 at 12. Jones, Conway, 

Robinson, Saml, Mane, Currier. Pet Nov 18. Salford, Dec 6 at 10, 
Swan, Mane, 

Simpson, Thos, Bowling, Bradfrd, Grocer. Pet Nov 14. Bradfrd, Dec 9 
at 10.30. Green, Bradford. 

Slinger, Francis, Gorton, near Manc, Butcher. Sept17. Mane, Dec 12 at 
ll. Gardner, Manc. 

Sterratt, Thomas, Kersley, Lncastr, Mnufactrng Chemist. Pet Nov 18, 
Rolton, Dee 3 at 10. .Hinnell, Bolton. 

Stiles, Edmnd, Alfrick, Suckley, Worestr, Butcher. Pet Nov 17. Birm, 
Dec 5 at 12. Wright, | Birm. 

Taylor, Geo Wilmott, D ,» Tob ist. Pet Nov 15. Doncster, 
Dec G6 at 12, Smith, Doncaster. 

Theobald, Jno Hudson, Colchester, Accountant. Pet Nov 15. Colchestr, 
Dec 6 at 12. Bennett & Stark, Furnival's-inn. 

Thomas, Danl, Nether Whitacre, Warwick, Timber Merchant. Pet Nov 
17. Birm,Dec lat 1i2. East, Birmnghm. 

Titman, Wm, Nwborough, Nthampton, Farmer. Pet Nov 10. Peterboro’, 
Nov 29 at $0. Belt, Gt James-st, Bedford-row. 

Waddington, Wm, Leeds, Fishmonger. Pet Nov 18. Leeds, Ded 9 at 
1.40. Harle, Leeds. 

Watts, A'ex, Gt Bolton, Tailor, Pet Nov 18 Mane, Dec8 at 12, Rich 
ardson. Mane, 

Weltcn, Robt, Mane, out of business. Pet Nov 15. Mane, Dec 8 at 9.30. 
Rawiinson, Mane. 

Worsfold, Fredk, and Wm Worsfold, Ifizid, Sussex, Blacksmiths. Pet Nov 
Mi, Horsham, Dee 9atif. Rawlison, Horsham, 


TuespaY, Nov. 25, 1862, 
To Surrender in London. 


Ashford, Jno Rchd, Moreton-pl, Blgere eA, Pimlico, Watch Maker, 
Vet Nov6. Dec 9 at ll. Jerwood, Ely-pl, 

Atwood, Jno Chas, Pembroke-mews, ro Horse Dealer. Pet Nov 20, 
Dec 6 at}. Barrow, King’s Bench-walk. 

Barnes, Fredc, Winchester, Solicitor. Pet Nov 20, Dec9 atl. Sole & 
Co, Aldermanbury. 

Bates, Wm, Boston-rd, Hanwell, Dairyman, Pet Nov 21. Dee 9 at 10.30, 
George, Sise-lane. 

Broughton, Jos, Grosvenor-park, Camberwell, Clerk, Pet Nov 18. Dee 
6ati2. Buchanan, Basinghall-st. 
Carton, Thos Wm, Dartmouth-park, Forest-hill, Sydenham, Builder. 
Pet Nov 21. Dec 10 at 10,30. Greviile & Tucker, St Swithin’s-lane. 
Chater, Jno, Cambridge-ter, Barnsbury, | Jelington, Builder's Clerk. Pet 
Nov 21. Dec 9at 10. Chilton & Co.. Chancery-lane 

Collins, Wm, Lambeth-walk, Surrey, dae, Pet Nov 2l. Dec 9 at 12, 
Padmore, Bridge-rd, Lambeth. 

Ede, Chas Wm, Knockholt, near Sevenoaks, Baker. Pet Noy 21. Dec9 
at 12. Silvester, Gt Dover-st. 

Elliott, Jas Wm, Maida-vale, Paddington, Professor of Music. Pet Nov 
22. Dec9atl. Lawrence & Co, Old Jewry-chambers, 

Ford, Rchd Day, Gt Carter-lane, Doctors’ Commons, Upholsterer. Pet 
Nov 2l. Dee9at 10. Newbon & Co, Doctors’ Commons, 

Hall, Hy Jas, Southampton-st, Camberwell, Timber Merchant, Pet Nov 
20. Dee9atl. Holmer, jun, Bucklérsbury. 








Hawkins, Hy, Hanover-st, Newington, Surrey, Pipe Layer. Pet Nov 18, 
Dec 9 at 10. Bartley, Bartlett's-bldgs, 

Jousiffe, Jos, Hurdwic<-pl, Hampstead-rd, Merchant. Pet Nov 13. Dec 
Yatl. Lloyd, Wood-st, Cheapside, 

Lamparter, Hy, Arbour-st. West Commercial-rd, Midx, Commercisl 
Traveller. Pet Nov 2\, Dec9atl2. Murray, Gt St Helens, 
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‘Mitchell, Elm Tree- rd, St John’s Wood, Lodging House Keeper, and Upper 
Buker-st, Portman: -sq, Tobacconist. Pet Nov 22. Dec 10 at 10.:0. 
Moss, Gracechurch -st. 

Morehouse, Wm Jos, 401 Strand, out of business. Pet Nov 3 (for pau) 
Dec 18 at 2. Aldridge. 

Newman, Jos, Old Bailey, Hair Dresser. Pet Nov 18. Dec Gatl. Drake, 


Gresham-st. 
Pet Nov 21 (for 


Patterson. Chas, Paradise-pl, South Hackney, Builder. 
pau). Dec 9 at 10,30. A 
Ramsay, Rbt, London, Upholstery Trimming Manufacturer. Pet Nov 18. 


Dec 6 at 1. Slopher & Co, Coleman-st. 
Raymond, Geo, T: int, Cornwall, Master - the Navy. Pet Nov 20. 
Dec 9 at 12.30. Watson & Sons, Bouverie-st 


Rice, Hy Edridge, Hova Villas, Brighton. Nov 17, Dec 9at 12. Al- 
dridge. 
Si a Austin Butler, Gloucester-ter, Mile-end, aeanraaes Pet Nov 
Dec 10 at 10.30, Hall, Coleman-st. 
Take, Jno Chas, Richmond-ter, Clapham-rd, Gent. Pet Nov 21. Dec9 
Aldrid, 


atl. Basham, Treg to 
Turner, Marcus Wm, brighton. Nov 17. Dee 9 at 11, ge. 
‘Tysack, Hy, Winckworth, -pl, City-rd, Manager of a Music Hall. Pet Oct 


24 (for pau). Dec 18 at2. Aldridge. 

Vickery, Hy, Woolwich, Grocer. Pet Nov20, Dec Gat1l. Kaye, Mark- 
lane. 

Warn, Zibia, York-st, Commercial-rd East, Cooper. Pet Nov 18. Dec 9 
at 10. Bartley, Bartlett's: bidgs. 

Wood, Jno, Plumstead, Kent, Carpenter. Pet Nov 19. Dec 9at 12.30. 
Orchard, John-st, Bedford-row. 

Wright, Jas, Rochester-row, Westminster, Ironmonger. Pet Nov 21. 
Dec 9 ati. Adams, Pancras-lane, City. 

To Surrender in the Country. 
Aleotk, Jno, Bolton-le-Moors, File Manufacturer. Pet Nov 20. Manc. 


Dec liat1l!, Sutton, Manc. 

Barlow, Rehd, Little: Bolton, Accountant. Pet Nov 20, Manch, Dec 9 
at 11. Hinnell, Bolton, 

Baynham, Edmund, Hereford, Auctioneer. Pet Nov 20. Birm, Dec 8 at 
12, Wright, Birm. 

Beszant, Hy, Chippenham, Innkeeper, Pet Nov 19. Chigpenham, Dec 5 


at 10. Rawlings, Melksham. 
Bills, Stephen, , Contractor. Pet Noy 2l. Manc, Dee 5at 11, 
Reddish 
East Stonehouse, Dec 11 


iy . 
Chapell, Jas Loveless, Devonport, Chemist. 
at 
Crompton, Jos, Halliwell, Lancaster, Bullder, Pet Nov 20. Mane, Dec 9 





at ll. Hinnell, Bolton 
Dickenson, Rbrt, Lincoln, Insurance Agent. Pet Nov 21. Lincoln, Dee 
5atli, Hebb, Lincoln. 
Dold, Dominick, Fenton, Stoke-upon-Trent, Watch Maker. Pet Nov 20. 
Stoke-upon-Trent, Dec 8 at il, oa he ny tas. <a ctoay age 
Dummett, Jno, Devonport, Tob t. S h » Dec 11 at 11, 
Edwards, "Theodore Haw, Great Crosby, dou Brewer. Nov 18. Mane, 


Dec 8 at.12. 
Flemingham, Jno, Martham, Norfolk, Bricklayer. Pet Nov 20. Great 
Yarmouth, Dec 8 at 11. Sadd, Norwich. 
Francis, Jeremiah, Bilston, Sinker. Pet. Wolverhampton, Dec 5 at 12. 
Bowen, Bilston, 
Gilson, Wm, Gurneyslade, Somerset, Grocer. Pet Nov8. Bristol, Dee 5 
atll. Mogg, Midsomer Norton. 
Manchester, Dee 17 at 12. 


Hall, Thos, Bolton, Chemist. Pet Nov 21. 
Boote, Manchester. ‘ 

Hambleton, Geo, Mellor, Derby, Bobbin Manufacturer. Pet Nov 14. 
Hyde, Dec 10 at 12. Drinkwater, Hyde. 

Hampton, Wm, Folly Farm, Cheltenham, Coal Dealer. Pet Nov 19. 
Cheltenham, Dec 8 at 11. Jessop, Cheltenham, 

Holden, Jno, Kirkgate, Wakefield. Butcher. Pet Nov 21. Wakefield, 
Dec 13 at 11. Fernandes, Wakefield. 

Holden, Jos, Halliwell, near Bolton, Builder. Pet Nov 20. Manchester, 


Dec 19 at 11. Boote, Manchester. 
Jenkirs, David Walter, Sedgley, Stafford, Commercial Clerk. Pet 
Nov 20. Dudley,Dee ll at il. Waterhouse, Bilston. 
“ee a Forbes, Liverpool, Victualler. Nov 18, Liverpool, 
c 8 
Jonmanen Robert Bull, Crewkerne, Carpenter. Pet Nov 21. Crewkerne, 


Dec 6 at 12. Joliiffe, Crewkerne. 

Jones, Sem Lewis, Carmarthen, Grocer. Pet Nov 20. Bristol, Dec 5 at 
it. Jeffries, Carmarthen, and Heaven, Bristol. 

Kirk, Edwd, Worcester, Victualler. Noy 18. Birmingham, Dec 8 at 12. 


James & Knight, Birm. 
Lacon, Rich, Wolverhampton, Japanner. Pet. Wolverhampton, Dec 5 
Linton, Jno R«bins, Brisiington, Somerset, Nurseryman, Pet Nov 
19, Bristol, Dec 5 at 12.30. Thompson, Bristol. 
Dec 11 at 12. Taylor, am. 
Ludiam, Jos, Horton, Bradford, Grocer. Pet Nov 20. Bradford, Dec 19 
Male, Simeon, Exeter, bacon Factor. Pet Nov 22, Exeter, Dec 6 at 11. 
Floud, Exeter 
Lege Dec 3atli. Bell, Hull, 
Mennie, Manchester, Printer. Pet Nov 22. Manchester, Dec 8 at 
Stafford, Market Gardener. Pet Nov 22. Stafford, 
Partridge, Rich, Golding’s-ct, [Birm, Jeweller. Pet Nov 21, Birm, Dec 8 
ati0. Allen, Birm. 
Pet Nov 19. Birm, 
Dec 5atl2. East, Birm. 
Pratt, Alfred, Manchester, Printer. Oct 14. 
Robison, Muses, Liverpool, Joiner, Oct 14. Liverpool, Dec 8 at 2.30. 
Evans & Co, Liverpool, 
Pet Nov 20, 
Great Yarmouth, Dec 8 at 11. Sadd, jun, Norwich. 
Sheldon, nia Birm, Boot Maker. Pet Nov 19. 


at lz, Walker, Wolverhampton. 
Long, Jos, Royton-rd, within Oldham, Joiner. Pet Nov 20. Oldham, 
at 10.30. Hutchinson, Bradford 
Martin, Jos, Kingston-upon-Hull, Sharebroker. Pet Nov 19. Kingston- 
i, Needham, Manchester, 
Moreton, Francis, 
Dec 12 at 11. Litchfield, Newcastle-under-Lyme. 
Peake, The Rev Geo, Aston Vicarage, Aston, Birm. 
Manchester, Dec 15 at 12. 
Gardner, Manchester, 
Rushmer, Chas Josh, Fleggburgh, Norfolk, Farmer. 
Birm, Dec 8 at 12, 
Parry, 





Squires, Stephen, West Ashby, Lineoln, Wheelwright. Pet Nov %,.. 
Horncastle, Dec 6 at 11. Tweed, Horncastle. 

Stone, Edmund, Aldsworth, near Northleach, Gloucester, Boot Maker.” 
Pet Nov 19 Northleach, Dec 6 at Il. Boodle, Cheltenham. 

Telford, Geo, Haydon, Northumberland, Boot Maker. Pet Nov 19. Hex- 
ham, Dec 16 at il. Taylor, Hexham, ~ 

Thatcher, Fredk, White Hart Inn, Dover, Victualler. Nov 19. Maids 


stone, Dec 8 at 11. Watson, Dover. 

Walker, David, Linthwaite, Almondbury, York, baer. Dealer. Pet 
Nov 14, Huddersfield, Dec 18 at 10. Bettenieg, 2 

Weasley, Jno, Everton, Butcher. Pet Oct Liverpool, Dee 8 at 11, 
Watson, Liverpool. 


Weeks, Jas, Haslemere, Jeweller. Pet Nov 18. Godalming, Dec 10 at 
1. Hobbs & Weedon, Cornhill. 


Wheatley, William, Worcester, Grocer. Pet Nov 12. Evesham, Dec 19 


atil. Nelson, Birm, 
be jee Walsall, Victualler. Nov 17. Walsall, Dec 5atll. Clarke, 
alsall. 
Whittle, Geo, Bilston, Saddler. Nov 17. Wolverhampton, Dec 5 at 12. 


Wyatt, Wm, Bedwardine, Worcester, Pump Maker. Pet Noy8, Wor- 
cester, Dec Il at 11. Wilson, Worcester. 


BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
Fripay, Nov, 21, 1862, 
Dee, Wm Hen, Cambridge, Painter. Nov 17. Adcock, Cambridge. 


BANKRUPTCIES IN IRELAND. 


Upton, Wm P, Great Brunswick-st, Dublin, Grocer. 
Dec 2 and 19. 
Bickerton, Jas, Belfast, Hatter. To surrender on Dee 2 and 19. 
Morton, Jos, Poyntzpass, Grocer. To surrender on Dec 2 ani 16. 
Mackesy, Michael, Listowel, Baker. To surrender on Dee 5 and 19, 
Hennessy, Patrick, Macroom, Draper. To surrender on Dec 5 and 19, 
Richardson, Arthur Samuel, Templemore, Woollen Draper. To 
on Dec 5 and 19. 





To surrender on 
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Instructions, addressed J. D. Milay & Son, “ Daily Northern Whig” 
Office, Belfast, will have prompt attention, 





Just published, price 18s, 


RCHBOLD'S BANKRUPT LAW.—The 
Law of Bankruptcy, with the General Orders of the 

Court and County Courts, and a Supplement, comprising the decided 

DERICK ARCH- 


Cases on the subject to September, 1862. By JOHN F 
London: Simpkin, Marshall, & Co. ., and all booksellers. 


New 


BOLD, Esq. Second edition 





In one vol., 8vo., 1861, price &8s., cloth, 


ARRY’'S STATUTORY JURISDICTION OF 
THE COURT OF CHANCERY.—A Treatise on the Statutory 
Jurisdiction ot the Court of Chancery, with an Appendix of Precedents 
By WILLIAM WHITTAKER BARRY, of Lincoln’s-inn, Esq., Barrister- 


at-Law. 
London: Saaw & Sons, Fetter-lane, 


BUILDING AND LAND sige a 
Fourth Edition, } PYHOLi 
A TREATISE on COP HOLD and CHURCH 
PROPERTY ENFRANCHISEMENTS. By ARTHUR SCRATCH- 
LEY, M.A., Actuary to the Western treatise 
contains a Set of Rules and ‘Tables for the Establishment of Building 
Societies, Land and 
Advowsons, Next Pe my wae. &e. 
C. & E, Layton; 150, Fleet-street, E.C. 


Price 15s., 8vo., cioth enrds, of tree's FOR St EE eee 
order for 163, 


r\HE PRACTICE OF THE COURT OF CHAN-. 
CERY LN 1RELAND. By J. BLACKHAM, Barrister-at-Law. This 

~—_ contains the entire Practice of the Court of Chancery in Ireland, 

upon the 13 & 14 Vict. chap. 89, from the 

bre the end of the suit. All the Statutes and Orders in England analegous 

tothe present Practice in the Court of Chancery in Ireland are referred 

to, with a complete collection of the decisions both in England and Ire- 

land bearing on this subject. 

Dublin: Jossen Ware, Law Bookseller and Publisher, Chureh- -lane, 
College-green. : W. Amen, Gatey® street. 











Now ready at all booksellers, 


HANDY-BOOK on the LAW of of HORSES and 
WRRANTIES. By CHARLES EGAN, Esq., Barrister-at.Law. 
“‘rhis buok cannot fail to prove of much public “utility.” — The Oxford 


Journal, 
London: Taomas Day, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn. 
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Now ready, 
THE LAWYERS ‘COMPANION 


GENERAL DAY-BOOK for 1863. 

Containing a Law Calendar for the Year, a Summary of Practical Sta- 
tutes, an Index to the Statutes of the past Session of Parliament, and 
Copious Tables and Practical Information relating to the Stamp Duties, 
Interest, Income-tax, Annuity, and other Tables, and « variety of use- 
ful matters of daily utility ‘to Attorneys and Solicitors, Public Com- 
panies, Justices, Merchants, Estate-Agents, Auctioneers, and others ; 
numerous Legal and Commercial Forms; a Diary and Attendance-book ; 
anda 


LONDCN AND PROVINCIAL LAW DIRECTORY. 
Edited by H. MOORE, Esq. 
The work is bound in cloth, and may be had at the following 


2s 
eg 
a 


aSsoclUC cmlhUCOlhC OE 


8. 
No. 1. Plain, two days On & Page...ssseceesccccesereeeee O 
2. — _ days ona pee, INTERLEAVED for ATTEN- . 
3. Ruled ‘with faint lines, and money "columns, two 
GAYS ON B PALE coseceesecseccncees Soecccece 5 
4. Ruled with faint lines, and money columns, two 
days on a page, INTERLEAVeED for ATTENDANCES.. 8 
5, Whole page for each day, plain........sseeeeeee5 7 
6. Whole page foreach day, plain, INTERLEAVED for 
ATTENDANCES ..-cceccscseresers 9 
8 





7. Whole page for each day, ruled w ith faint lines ‘and 
MOMNCY COMMS ...6.eerccsecsccasteceescces 
8. Whole page for each day, ruled with faint lines, ‘and 
money columns, and INTERLEAVED for ATTEN- 
DANCES cccccccesccescccccsccscccoecccccs-ceve 10 6 
V. & R. Stevens, Sons, & avon, Law Booksellers and Publishers, 
26, Bell-yard, Lincoln's-inn. 


ao ff 





Just published, price 11s. 6d., cloth, 
A? MANUAL of COMMON LAW and BANK- 
RUPTCY, founded on various text-books and recent statutes. and 
designed as a Companion to Smith’s Manual of Equity. By JOSIAH W. 
SMITH, B.C.L., one of her Majesty's counsel. 

** The Manual of Common Law and Bankruptcy is peculiarly suitable 
for the careful study of law students. . . Practising lawyers will 
find the book a valnable vade mecum.”—Solicitors’ Journal. 

V. & R, Stevens, Sons, & Haynes, Bell-yard, Lincoln's inn. 
SMITH’S ACTION AT LAW, 1863. 
This day is published, in 12mo, price 12s., cloth, 





N ELEMENTARY VIEW of the PROCEED- 


INGS inan ACTION AT LAW. By JOHN WILLIAM SMITH, 
Ksq., late of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law, author of “ Leading 
Cases,” ** A Compendium of Mercantile Law,” &c., &c. Eighth Edition, 
adapted to the present practice, by SAMUEL PRE N TICE, Esq., Barrister- 
at-Law, Editor of “ Chitty’s Archbold’s Practice.” 
London: V. & R. Stevens, Sons, & Haynes, H. Sweet, and W. Max- 
Es) law Booksellers ant Publishers. 


HE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL AND WEEKLY 
REPORTER (Established 1852—Published every Saturday) 
Contains a well-dizested Summary of the Legal News of the Week ; Ar- 
ticles on Topics affecting the interests of the Profession: Observations on 
Leading Decisions and Points of Practice in Equity and Commo. Law; 
Proceedings of Professional Societies; Business of the Courts; Gazettes; 
Statutes; Results of Sales of Estates, &c.; also the Cases decided in all 
the Courts of Law and Equity, Probate, Ecclesiastical, Bankruptcy, and 
Admiralty. Each number contains, when practicable, the Cases decided 

up to and inclusive of the previous Wed: ay. 

These publications have now obtained a well-established reputation, and 
none have hitherto been offered to the Legal Profession of sy country 
containing so much valuable information at so moferate a 

The Reports are conducted by the folowing gentlemen, aemberé of the 
Bar, many of whom have been connected with the publications almos 
from the commencement :— 

Editors: J. Napier Higgins, Martin Ware, and Standish G. Grady. Re- 
porters : Charles Henry Hopwood, W. Gurney, John H. Fordham, R. J. 
Cust, E. Charles, Oliver Round, John Edwards, F, G. A. Williams 
E. Bullock, H. C. Marindin, John Rees, H. R. M. Jones, W. F. Finlason, 
ae Cc. ecuarets R. Searie, J. C. Brongh, and T. H, Tristram, D.C.L., 
Adv 

The SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL can be subscribed for without the 
Weekly Reporter. 

The WEEKLY REPORTER, an edition printed on superior paper, with 
covers, is issued separately. 


ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTIONS. 

SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL and WEEKLY REPORTER, £2 12s,, includ- 
ing double — and indexes, post free, when paid in advance. 
Single numbers, | 

SOLICITORS’ JOURN AL only, 26s.; by post 28s., when paid in advance, 
Single numbers, 6. 

WEEKLY REPORTER only, £2 12s., post free, when paid in advance, 
Single numbers, 1s 

Office, 59, Carey-street, Lincoln's-inn. 
EDWARD J. MILLIK EN, Publisher. 


This day is published, ‘price 78. ‘s) ates 
HE WEEKLY REPORTER DIGEST of all the 


cases decided in the superior courts of Equity and Common Law, and 
also in the Probate, Divorce and Matrimonial, Admiralty, and Ecclesias- 
tical Courts, with Appeals to the House of Lords and Privy Council, from 
Michaelmas Term, 1861, to the Sittings after Trinity Term, 1862. Also 
the Important Public General Statutes, 25 & 26 Vict., 1861-2. Edited 
by MagTin Ware and ANprew Epear. 
London : 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 


HE PARTHENON, 3d, WEEKLY—The num- 

ber for November 29 contains, Reviews: History of Frederick II,, 
Emperor of the Romans, by T. L. Kington, M.A.; Five Months on the 
Yang-T'sze, by J. W. Blackiston; Mrs. Grote’s ‘Collected Papers; ’’ 
Merivale’s History of the Romans under the Empire; Memoires de Stanis- 
Jans Auguste, dernier Roi de Pologne ; Mazzini’s “ Duties of the Working 
Classes.” The Archeopheryx. Hans Christian Anderson, Correspon- 
dence : Compressed Skulls; True Figure of the Earth. Science: Phos- 
; The Earth and its Mechanism. Fine Arts: Winter Exhi- 














“BY ‘AUTHORITY. 
Just published, in royal 8vo., price 2s. 6d. 

XENERAL ORDER and RULES of the High 
Court of Chancery, to Regulate the Mode of Proceeding under the 
Companies Act, 1862, issued by the LORD HIGH CHANCELLOR, Tues- 

day, lith day of November, 1862. 
V. & K. srevens, Sons, & Haynes, Law Booksellers and Publishers, 

2 6, Bell-yard, Lincoln’s-inn. 





Recently published, yin roy al 8vo., price 28s., cloth. 


COMPENDIUM OF ENGLISH and SCOTCH 

LAW, stating their differences. with a Dictionary of Parallel Terms 
and Phrases. Ly JAMES PATERSON, Esq., M.A., of the Middle Tem- 
ple, Barrister-at-law, Joint Author of a “ Practice of the Common Law,” 
&e. The object of this work is to explain to English Lawyers and their 
Clients having property or business relations in Scotland, the main differ- 
ences which distinguish the Law of that country. It is well known that 
these differences pervade nearly every branch of the Law ; and not only 
do the Laws of England and Scotland differ in substance, but the Law 
Janguage used in one coantry is searcely intelligible in the other. So se- 
rious is the difficulty felt by English Solicitovs in transacting that part of 
their Clients’ business which is governed by Scotch Law, that they have 
hitherto been obliged to send such busi away al , rather than 
involve themselves in unknown perplexities. The present work is de- 
signed to remove this drawback to the intercourse between English and 
Seotch Lawyers, and enable English Solicitors to meet all the ordinary 
exigencies of their Clients so situated, The Author goes systematically 
over all the branches of the Law of both countries—Keal Property, Con- 
tracts, Mercantile Law, Marriage, Succession, Criminal! Law, Public Law, 
and Procedure of the Courts—and omitting what is common to both 
countries, he singles out those parts in which the discrepancies occur, 
He states the English Law as regards those parts in the text in the Eng- 
lish Law language; and by means of notes, which embody the contrarie- 
ties and qualifications existing in the Scotch Law, he exhibits the differ- 
ences between the Laws of the two countries in almost a tabular torm, 
He also adds a Dictionary of Parallel Terms and Phrases, explaining all 
the technical terms current in each country by their equivalents in the 
Law of the other country. The work is designed not only for the tech- 
nical Lawyer, but also supplies a vast body of information to thore laymen 
who are mixed up with both countries, whether as Landed Proprietors, 
Manufacturers, Merchants, Politicians, or Law Reformers. 

Edinburgh: A, & C. Buacx.—London: Loxeyxan & Co. 


Price One Shilling and Si: xpence, 
ANDY-BOOK on the DIMINUTION of the 
POOR RATES. 2nd Edition. By STANDISIL GROVE GRADY, 


Barrister-at-Law, Kecorder of Ciravesend, 
London; Witor & Sons, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 














bitions of the Water Colour —— Proceedings of Societies. Notes 
of the Week. Music and the Dram: 
13, Burleigh-street, Strand, Ww. C., and all newsvenders. 





AGENTS FOR THE GOVERNMENT FOR THE PURCHASE OF eS 
Awnvitizs, &c. 
HE CONSTITUTIONAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
FRIENDLY SOCIETY (Enrolled by Act of Parliament). 
Reserved Guarantee Fund, £100,000, in 100,000 shares of £1 each. 
Deposit, 2s. 6d. per share. 
Chief Offico— 
25, Urrer Eaton Street, Grosvenor pao Ire Lonrpor, 8.W. 
Agents wanted on Salary and Commission. Apply 
Mr. EDWARD ) WEyss, Seeretary. 





TO SOLICITORS IN TOWN OR COUNTRY r desirous of extending their. 
Practice, having Money Clients. 


FIRM having an opportunity of Introducing First 
Class Business and bon fide Securities are desirous of entering 
into a mutnal arragement. 
Letters addressed to Messrs. FELLINGHAM & CO, Parliamentary 
Agents, 2 25, Upper Eaton-street, Grroeenen ies, 8.W. 
HE MUTUAL LIFE ASSU RANCE SOC! SOCIE TY 
(A.D, 1834), 39, King-street, Cheapside, E,C., London, 
Capital on July 1, 1862, from Premiums alone, £421,429, 
Income upwards of £72,000. Assurances, £1,667,380, 
Bonuses average more than 2} per cent, per annum on sum assured. 
Profits divided yearly, and begin on second premium. 
Every Member can attend and vote at all digg meetings. 
Last Annual Report and Accounts may be 
CHARLES INGALL, Actuary, 
N.B.—The commission to Solicitors is 5 per cent. upon all new and 
renewed premiums. 


ANNUITIES AND REVERSIONS. y 
AW REVERSIONARY LN'LTEREST SOCIETY. 
68, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
Cuareman— Russell Gurney, sq., Q.C., finseréer of London. 
Deruty-Cnain“an—Nassau W, Senior, Esq., lute Master in Chancery. 
Reversions and Life Interests purchased. linmediate and Deferred Ans 
nuities granted in exchange for Reversionary and Contingent Interests. 
Annuities, immedi tte, Deferred, and Contingent, and also Endowments 
granted on fivourable terms, 
Prospectuses and foruis of Preposal, and all further information, may ba 
' ‘had at the Olive. C. B, CLABON, Sec Secretary. 








